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Twinry-FourTH Congress, 3p Session. 
Private bills no doubt will | 
have preference on Friday. I want this bill out 
“* iho way for the present. I move that it be 
nost pon d until’Saturday next. 

‘Mfr. WADE. Very well. 


The motion was agree d to. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


( 


NAVAL DEPOT AT BRUNSWICK. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
eoaumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. | 
9] authorizing the establishment of a naval 
jopot on Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on the 
soast of Georgia, and for other purposes; the 
nending question being on the motion of Mr. 
\arnory to recommit the bill to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

“Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays on 
he motion; and they were ordered. 
“Mr. YULEE. Before the vote is taken I desire 
to say a few words, and I shall detain the Senate 
bat a very few minutes. I shall vote in favor of 
‘he recommittal. The Committee on Naval Af- 
firs, through their chairman, ask it. It would 
he according to the usual courtesies of the body, 
say nothing of its proper and usual practice, 
to gratify the desire of the committee, and to give 
them opportunity for further consideration. ‘There 
is great appropriateness and propriety in the 
recommittal —both in the request made by the 
mmittee and in the action which the chairman 
moves in behalf of the Senate, because the subject 
never been considered by this body; it has 
never been considered by any committee of this 
body. It is entirely immature, both as to the | 
ibject-matter and as to the form in which the 
, before us. The establishment of 
1 navy-yard on the southern Atlantic coast, 
though it has been agitated for the last twenty 
ortwenty-five years, has never been before the 
Senate as a subject for consideration. There has 
never been any recommendation from any Secre- | 
tary of the Navy for the establishment of a yard | 
at Brunswick, or at any other point, except at 
There was once a recommendation 
to that effect. The establishment of a yard at 
jrunswick, or at any other point, has never been 
considered by the Senate, or by any committee 
of the Senate; but it came up here suddenly at | 
the close of the last session, without opportunity 
for reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
and although it was referred, it was not consid- 
ered by them, because they had ceased to hold 
meetings when the bill came from the House cf 
Representatives. There is, therefore, every pro- | 
priety in a recommittal, in order that it may be | 
considered, not only upon its own merits, but | 
with reference to other matters which have been | 
referred by the Senate to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and which are involved in the decision 
upon this bill. I allude to the suggestions from | 
the State of North Carolina, in relation to a yard 
which they propose, and which they recommend 
upon their coast; and from the State of South | 
Carolina, with respect to locations on their coast; 
and from the State of Florida, with respect to a 
location on their coast; and from respectable 
parties in Georgia, with reference to other loca- 
lions on their coast. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] com- 
plained that this bill had been postponed at the 
last session and a vote prevented by reason of 
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has 


} 
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comes 


Charleston. 


iy holding and occupying the floor, with a | 
hreat to continue to do so until the close of the 
¢ 

” 





If the Senator will review the proceed- | 
ngs of that day, he will find himself to have 
been totally mistaken. So far from it, the floor 
Was successively occupied by six gentlemen after 
I had ceased to say what t deaures to say, and | 
what I deemed it proper to present on the occa- 
sion. The only suggestion which I made to the 
Senate—and I gave the reasons which induced 
that suggestion—was, that the subject was too 
important to be disposed of in so hasty a manner 
atthe heel of the session, without examination | 
by the committee; and the discoveries made since | 
that time fully vindicate the position I then took. 

he Senator also complained that I had caused | 
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the postponement of the 
? 


> W hole 
subject of a proper location had been examined 
by the Navy Department, and Brunswick had 
been recommended as the result of that examin- 
ation; and he said that he had made the 
upon which the Secretary of the Navy caused 
those examinations to be made. The Senator 
is quite as wrong in his m mory upon that fact 
as upon the other. The resolution which hi 

presented applied solely to Brunswick, and the 
report of the Secretary applied solely to Bruns- 
wick. So far from recommending the establish- 
ment of a navy-yard there, he expressly declares 
in his report that he cannot recommend the es- 
tablishment of a yard at Brunswick; that he is 
not prepared to recommend it, and that he does 
not know it to be the best point. 

In vindication of the suggestion which I made 
at the last session, I say that facts have since 
been disclosed, which show not only that the 
Senate acted wisely then, but that they would 
act unwisely now to proceed without a commit- 
tal of this matter to a committee; for what have 
been the developments? That Brunswick, al- 
though a pretty good commercial harbor, is not 
a naval harbor at all; and that on the other hand 
there is, within the State of South Carolina, a 
harbor, which is a ship-of-the-line harbor, a sev- 
enty-four harbor, and in every other respect not 
only the equal, but the superior of Brunswick. 
I am not prepared to say that I should be willing 
to vote now, at once, without recommittal, for 
the establishment of a navy-yard at Port Royal. 
The subject is too important, not only in its 
money aspect, but in its reference to the general 
defenses of the country, and the efficient y of the 


Ithouch tl} 


motion 





Navy, for hasty action. In its money aspect it is 
of high importance. ‘The yard itself will cost 


millions in improvement 
cation must ensue whicl but 
it has a higher aspect in its relation to the defense 
of the southerncoast. New events have occurred 
since the examination of these harbors in 1836, 
that change the policy upon which we should act 
in regard to the establishment of a navy-yard. 


1 will cost millions. 


The fortifications which have been commenced | 


and are progressing to completion at Tortugas 


and at Key West give us assurance of harbors | 


| of refuge and safety, and of naval rendezvous, 


| each other. 


which will protect the commerce of the sone? 
in the Gulf of Mexico. ‘The great point which 


you want to cover in the establishment of a naval | 


depot on the southern Atlantic coast, is to pro- 
tect the great commercial depots of the South, 
and they are Charleston and Savannah. This 
gives a new aspect to the policy which we should 
regard in the establishment of a naval depot. 
There has been some dispute in reference to 


the depth of water at Brunswick and at Port || 


Royal. ‘This is a matter capable of exact decis- 
ion, and of perfect ascertainment. ‘The coast 


survey which is now progressing, and which, if 


worth anything at all, must be valuable as fur- 
nishing us with the exact depth of water on the 


coast, affords us the means, without regard to | 
anything that is past, of an exact and perfect as- | 


certainment of the depth at the two points, which 
I will proceed now to consider in comparison with 
I have obtained from the Coast Sur- 
vey office, within the last day or two, the precise 
facts in regard to the matter, and they vary alto- 
gether from the conclusions that the Senators 


from Georgia have formed with the data before | 
them. Here is exactly the depth of water at those 


harbors, as ascertained by the coast survey. Mr. 
’ y 


Bache writes to me on the 22d of January—a few || 


days ago: 

“In compliance with your request, I furnish in the an- 
nexed table the depths over the bars at Port Royal, South 
Carolina, and St. Simon’s, (Brunswick,) Georgia, at mean 
low and mean high water.”’ 

Port Royal has three entrances, one of seven- 
teen feet at low water and twenty-four feet at 
high water; one of nineteen feet at low water and 
twenty-six feet at high water; but the third and 
most important 1s twenty feet at-low water and 
twenty-seven feet at high water. Brunswick, on 


,anda system of fortifi- | 


New Series 


the other hand, has seventeen feet at low wat ry 
and twenty-three and one tenth feet at hich water. 
This is the exact depth of the two bars-—at hich 
water a difference of four feet in favor of Port 
Royal, and at low water a difference of three feet. 
This difference, as between the high and. low 
water marks, results from the fact, that instead of 
there being a mean rise of seven feet at Bruns 
wick, as claimed by the Senators from Georgia, 
there is a mean rise of only six and one tenth feet, 
while at Port Royal there is a mean rise of seven 
feet and a fraction. 

Mr. IVERSON. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to correct him. 

Mr. YULEE. Certainly. 

Mr. [VERSON. I will correct the statement 
of one of the officers of the Coast Survey by the 
statement of another officer of the Coast Survey 
who actually made a survey last year—Lik uten- 
ant ‘Trenchard. He says of Brunswick bar: 
** Seventeen feet can be carried over at mean low 
water.’” Then he says, ** The mean rise and fall 
of ordinary tides is seven feet, and of the spring 
tides from nine to ten feet.”?> Adding seven and 
seventeen tovether, according to my arithmetic, 
you have twenty-four. 

Mr. YULEE. Now ] will correct the rentle- 
man, and show him that he is proceeding on data 
not reliable. Lieutenant Trenchard wrote that 
letter at the time he made the survey, but the 

nean rise and fall of tides depends on a long 
series of tidal observations. 

Mr. IVERSON. He made them for seventy- 
one days, according to his report. , 

Mr. YULEE. They had not then been worked 
up, but they have since been made and worked 
up. ‘Two series of trial observations have been 
made, and a third is being made; and this which 
the Superintendent now gives is the nearest ap- 
proximation to the exact depth which the state 
of the tidal observations and the computations of 
the Coast Survey officers enable them to make. 
These correctionsare continually occurring. That 
is the state of the fact. 

Now, let us look at the value which these re- 
spective depths have upon the question before 
us. The object is to know whether either of these 
places, and if either, which, is suited to naval 
purposes; and to determine that, you must be 
governed by a consideration of what the naval 
uses require. To know that, you must have the 
water draught of our vessels of war. I have ob- 
tained from the Navy Department the official and 
exact data on that point. The “low draught”’ 
ofa sloop-of-war is seventeen feet six inches. By 
that they mean the draught of a vessel armed and 
equipped for a cruise. The low draught of a 
frigate is twenty-two feet eight inches; the low 
draught of a ship-of-the-line twenty-five feet eight 
inches; the low draught of the steam-frigate Wa- 
bash, which is of the class of frigates lately built, 
is twenty-two feet eight inches. Thus we have 
the means of ascertaining precisely the value of 


these harbors as naval stations. What is the 
result? Taking the rule which has been pro- 


posed, and properly proposed, by the commis- 
sioners who made the examination in 1836, you 
find that the harbor of Brunswick is not even a 
sloop-of-war harbor, because, in addition to the 
seventeen and a half feet of the draught of a 
| sloop-of-war, you require a foot or more for a 
| sailing vessel to prevent her striking in the undu- 
| lations of the waves in crossing abar. You will 
| require, therefore, at least eighteen and a half 
feet. The commissjoners, whose report has been 
quoted, in 1836 proposed, as the tests of suitable- 
| ness for a naval depot, a number of considera- 
| tions. The first is: 
| Sufficient depth of water to permit free access at any 
| stage of the tide for the heaviest class of ships of war.’’ 
| It appears that at no state of the tide can any 
ship of war of the largest or smallest class of our 
Navy cross that bar; but they can cross at Port 
| Royal by three different channels at the lowest 
| ide, for there is at two of them nineteen feet, and 
| at another twenty feet. At three channels in Port 
Loyal, sloops-of-war at the lowest tide can cross, 
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but at no time can a sloop-of-war cross at low | States own an island of eleven hundred acres, 


tide at Brunswick. 

Suppose you take the high water-mark. Then 
you have at Port Royal a harbor suited for 
seventy-fours and line-of-battle ships, while you 
have not at Brunswick anything more than a 
sloop-of-war harbor. You have not a frigate har- 
bor there, because the depth being twenty-three 
feet one inch, and the draught of a frigate being 
twenty-two feet cight inches, you are lacking, at 
the very top of the tide, half a foot to enable a 
frigate toenter. You have, therefore, strictly at 
high tide, only a sloop-of-war harbor; while at 
Port Royal, where there are twenty-seven fect 
at high tide, you may not only take in a frigate, 
but you may take in a ship-of-the-line; for there 
you have twenty-five feet eight inches, leaving a 
foot and a half of clear water under a ship-of- 
the-line. 

Is the report of the Coast Survey corroborated 
by the previous surveys which have been made 
as to the depth of water at these points? I say 
yes; and I use the very material which the Sena- | 
tors from Georgia have furnished, First, as to the 
survey made by Lieutenant Stockton, which com- 
missioners on the part of Georgia have declared 
to be a perfectly accurate survey; what is the 
result of his survey made in 1826 with reference 
to the establishment of a naval depot? It is this: 

** At low water, during the spring tides, there is fourteen 
feet; at low water, during common tides, there is fifteen 
feet, when the water is not affected by the winds. Sixteen 
ieet may sometimes be brought over at low water when the 
wind bas been for any time blowing from the ecastward.”’ 

This is the result of a survey made by Lieu- 
tenant Stockton of the Navy, assisted by Mr. 
Sherburne, at the request of the Senate, and re- 
sulted in showing that there were fourteen feet 
at low water instead of seventeen feet, but thata 
vessel of sixteen feet draught might sometimes 
go over the bar. Lieutenant Stockton also de- 
clares that ‘‘ the average summit level of the tide 
is calculated to be six feet,’’ thus corroborating 
the Coast Survey in another particular. 

The next examination which was made was by 
commissioners appointed by the Legislature of 
Georgia in the year 1835 or 1836. I have their 
report here. It was made by these commissioners 
for the express purpose of promoting the estab- 
lishment of a navy-yard by the authority of Con- 
gress in a port in Georgia. What was the result 
of their examination? They declare in their re- 
port to the Legislature, that ‘ of the entire safety 
and excellence of this bar (Brunswick) for ships 
drawing from twenty to twenty-one feet of water, 
we can speak in terms of the highest approba- 
tion.’’ 

There was the limit which the commissioners 
of Georgia in their report to their Legislature fixed 
upon the capacity of that bar, viz: that it might 
be safely navigated by vessels drawing from 
twenty to twenty-one feet. The Senate will per- 

‘ceive that that is a depth totally insufficient for 
the use ofa iiecie aa 
of-war. In that same report they say: 
“As we found Stockton’s report very accurate in every 
respect, and as he had spent some time in the survey, we 
concluded that the water on the bar may be set down at 


from sixteen to seventeen feet at low water, and twenty- | 


two to twenty-three fect at bigh water.”’ 


They therefore fixed the mean rise and fall of 
the tide at six feet, and fixed the highest point | 
of navigation at twenty-one to twenty-two feet. 

The only other examination was that made by | 
a commission of naval officers who, at a single 


sounding, reported eighteen feet, without an op- | 
portunity of making any tdal observations, and | 


who also placed the mean rise and fall at six feet. 
Mr. President, it being certain that Port Royal 


has advantages, so far as water is concerned, the | 


next question which arises is, is there any other 
particular in which the one place may be regarded 
as the superior of the other? But before I pro- 
ceed to that comparison I wish to say that there 
is another port in the State of Georgia which has 
been examined with reference to this particular 
matter, and which may be worthy of the atten- 
tion of the committee. It is the port of Supello, 
which was examined by Lieutenant Glynn, of 
the United States Navy, under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, at the request of the Sen- | 
ate of the United States, in 1837; and I have be- | 
fore me a copy of his report, as furnished by the | 
Navy Department, which shows at Supello a foot | 


more water than at Brunswick. There the United | Hon. D. L. Yous, United States Senate. 


only sufficient fora sloop- | 
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which was purchased for naval purposes. If it 
is aapenel to establish a navy-yard in this 
vicinity, it may well be questioned whether it may 
not deserve the examination of the committee to 
determine if Supello, where the United States 
own eleven hundred acres of land, purchased 
expressly for the purpose, and on which Lieuten- 
ant Glynn in this report states there is live-oak 
enough to furnish all necessary repairs for the 
vessels of our Navy fora long time, be a proper 
point. It has the advantage of a foot of water 
over Brunswick, and is in the same vicinity. ,It 
may deserve consideration by the Senate in com- 
parison with other points which are proposed; for 
there we can not only save the expense of pur- 
chasing a new site, but we can use property 


| already purchased by the United States for this 
very object, and upon which there is live-oak , 


enough now to answer all the purposes of the 
Navy, as this officer states, for many years in the 
way of repairs. The harbor is between St. 
Catherine’s Island and Supello, and admits a foot 
more water than Brunswick, and is as safe and 
fine a harbor as there is on the whole southern 
coast. 

The first objection which was made to Port 
Royal by the honorable Senator from Georgia 


{[Mr. Toomss] was, that you can carry only four- | 


teen fect up to Beaufort after crossing the bar at 
Port Royal. Inreply to that, I will call his atten- 
tion to this item of the report of Lieutenant Tren- 
chard in relation to Brunswick, which has been 
placed on our table, and which would seem to be 
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| a counterpoise to his argument in reference toa | 


navy-yard at Port Roya 
* The mud flat making out from Brandy Point prevents 
more than ten feet being carried up to Brunswick at low 
water.”? 
That is four feet Jess than can be caPied up to 
Beaufort. How can the Senator explain that? 
Mr. IVERSON Mr. President 
Mr. TOOMBS. Ifmycolleague will allowme, 





when the time comes, I will answer. 


Mr. IVERSON. 


of explanation. Brunswick is on the main land 


Doubtless it is a matter easy | 


to the rightas you ¢o into the harbor, and Blythe | 


Island ison the left. Lieutenant Trenchard says 


there are from twenty-five to thirty feet of water | 


all along the coast of Blythe Island; while only 
ten feet can be carried over the mud flatto Bruns- 
wick. ‘That lies between the channel of the har- 
bor and the city of Brunswick. The Senator 
knows that very well. 

Mr. YULEE. I do know it very well. 


Mr. IVERSON. Then why endeavor to make 


a different impression ? 


Mr. YULEE. 


| pose of answering an objection made by the Sen- 


ator from Georgia, that only fourteen feet could 
be carried to Beaufort. The answer is precisely 


| as in the other case, that Beaufort is not the point 


proposed for a navy-yard; that it is upon Broad 
river, or Beaufort river, as it is on Turtle river in 
the other case, where a location is proposed for 
a navy-yard. The question arises, is there a 


I extract that reply for the pur- | 


location on Broad river, and within the harbor | 
of Port Royal, suitable for naval purposes; for | 


that is the question which has been sought in the 
case of Brunswick. No gentleman can look on 
this map of the Coast Survey without seeing that 


there are several beautiful sites for it, where the | 
water has thirty feet of depth close to the shore. | 


This is the case at several well-sheltered points 
suitable for the establishment of a navy-yard. 
Beyond that [ have sought other information. I 


have sought information from the chief of the | 
| Bureau of Hydrography, Captain Ingraham, of 


the Navy, who is possessed of local information 
that enables him to give an opinion, and I will 


| read his reply to a letter of inquiry from me on 


| 
| 


that point: 

Bureau or OrpNANCE AND HyprocrRapny, 

Wasnineron, January 26, 1857. 
Sir: In answer to the questions you propound to me in 
your letter of the 24th instant, I can only say that, upon 
several occasions, some years since, [ visited unofficially, 
Port Royal or Beanfort, in South Carolina. It is a fine 
harbor, and I should think upon its shores a site could be 
found fora navy-yard. Beautort and Hilton Head are gen- 
erally considered as healthy locations as can be found on 
the southern sea-board. There is a good inland steamboat 


communication between Charleston and Beaufort, and be- | 


tween Beaufort and Savannah. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. N. INGRAHAM. 


| 
| 








January 26, 





7 . a 
In corroboration of the chart itself, we hays ;) 
| opinion of Captain Ingraham from his knowledo. 
of the localities that it can be done; and j;_ 
worthy the examination of the committee and t 
Senate before they commit themselves uno 
subject. 
The Senate will find that the depth stated | 
Mr. Bache in reference to Brunswick is cory, 
orated also by ** Blunt’s Coast Pilot,’ wh; 
the best marine authority we can have on ; 
subject. By him it is stated that the averag, 
and fall of the tide at Brunswick is six feet. as 
the others state. Now, then, let us take yy. 
several points of comparison which are propos. 
by the naval officers who constituted the commis. 
sion. ‘The first is: 
** Sufficient depth of water to permit access at any gt 
of the tide for the heaviest class of ships of war.” © 
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At high tide it is seen that the heaviest class 
of ships can enter at Port Royal; but nothiys 
beyond a sloop-of-war can enter at Brunswick. 
That is settled. The second point is: 

** Defense by land and by water.”’ 

In respect to the capacity for defense thoy 
stand equal. ‘The entrance at Port Royal is 
tween two islands, on the points of which, 1 
both sides, forts may be erected. The board oj 
military engineers who were appointed to report 
upon the subject of the general defense of t\y 
coast, set down the cost of defense at Port Roya| 
at $300,000, which does not need, in their appre- 
hension, a costly or difficult system of defense to 
protect it against an enemy. On that point I for- 
tified myself by inquiry at the engineer depart- 
ment, where I am told there is no peculiar difi- 
culty in the protection of that harbor more than 
any other. 

The next point is: 

** Resources and supplies of every kind for the speedy 
equipment of fleets.”? 

I contend that, in this particular, Port Royal 
is the only point in the South which is suitable 
for the purposes of a navy-yard. It lies between 
the two great commercial cities of the South, 
Charleston and Savannah; about twenty miles 
from Savannah, and about sixty miles from 
Charleston. Its connection with both these points 
is stated in the report of General Bernard and 
General Totten, in which they say, speaking of 
| Broad riyer, on Port Royal roads: 

“'The value of this capacious roadstead as a harbor of 
refuge depends on the depth that can be carried over the 
bar. This harbor, situated within sixty miles of the city 
of Charleston, and twenty of the Savannah river, inter- 
secting an interior water communication between those 
cities, thereby securing constant arrivals of supplies of 
every kind, presents a high degree of importance, not ouly 

| as a harbor of refuge, but also as a naval station.”’ 

| They state the fact of an interior inland nav- 
igation from Port Royal to Charleston and Savan- 

/nah at all times. What is the nature of that 

inland communication will be shown by a refer- 

ence to a plan of the Coast Survey, and there it 

will be found: 

‘* Ships which draw fourteen or fifteen feet may go in at, 
[the entrance to Savannah,] and proceed through, inlaud, 
to Beaufort, in Port Royal Island.” 

Ships drawing fourteen or fifteen feet can enter 
at Savannah, and proceed to Beaufort, inland: 

‘“* From Charleston, vessels drawing seven or eight feet 
may go through to thirty-five miles south of Savannah.” 


From Charleston to Port Royal they go through 
inland with seven or eight feet, and Savannah 
with fourteen or fifteen feet water. Let us see 
what consequences follow from this fact. You 
have a system of railroads from Charleston and 
Savannah which penetrate the interior to the Ohio 
and the Mississippi. Already the connection Is 
complete to Memphis, on the Mississippi; and by 
the Blue Ridge road, which is in rapid process, 
a connection from Louisville and Cincinnati will 
be shorter to Charleston and Savannah than to 
any other point on the Atlantic except Norfolk. 
| You have cencentrated besides the interior coun- 
try of South Carolinaand Tennessee by the lines 
already completed, a connection between Charies- 
ton and all the western country, and through the 
inland navigation connection with this point. | 

More than that, you have a railroad in rapid 
progress, with means fully provided, between 
| Charleston and Savannah, which will pass near 

to Beaufortand make connection by railroad there. 
You have also this further advantage, that your 
‘ location is one suitable to the defense of the two 
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vreat commercial emporiums of the South; and 
fom Charleston and Savannah you will be able 
+ draw the necessary supplies of labor and ma- 





do at any other point. 
The fourth view is ** Salubrity at every season 


wal for repairs at all times, which you cannot | 


year.’’ Captain Ingraham supplies inform- | 


n that point. 
The next question is ‘* Ample supply of fresh 
* Who knows that there is fresh water 
to be got at Brunswick? Is there fresh water? 
There is Said to be some; but how is it obtained? 
Ry wells. Who will depend on wells for the 
k and prompt supply for fresh water for 


é 


water. 


quich 
naval ships? 


shere is no fresh water river making into that | 


pay. 
f . the supply of feesh water; while at the other 
port there are two rivers which have fresh water, 
and upon which fresh water can be reached. 

The next point is ** Facility for wharfing and 
docking.’’ If Senators will look at the survey 


of Broad river, they will find that there is not a | 


noint in the United States, probably or possibly, 
where facility for wharfing and docking can be 
so great as there. 

The result of my consideration is this: In 
respect to the outer bar, while Beaufort is a ship- 


of-the-line harbor, the other is only a sloop-of- | 


war harbor, if you take the high water gauge; and 
if you take the law water, while one 1s a sloop- 
of-war harbor, the other is no naval harbor atall. 
in the next place, they are equal in point of 
health. Then Port Royal is superior in point of 
facilities for supplies in connection with the inte- 
rior. In the fourth place, there is more likeli- 
ood of the protection of the United States against 
being charged an excessive price. If for no other 
reason, this bill should be recommitted to the 
committee, for the purpose of guarding its pro- 
visions against a possible overcharge for the site. 
It proposes peremptorily to establish a navy-yard 
at Blythe Island, where the United States do not 
own an acre of ground, and where the Secretary 
of the Navy must, in execution of the peremp- 
ory mandate of Congress, be at the mercy of the 
owners at the only point on that island suited for 
a navy-yard, which is the extreme north point. 
The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] 
replied to this objection, when started the other 
day, that this bill is an exact parallel of the 
phraseology used in the establishment of the 
Pensacola navy-yard; and that he supposed to be 
asuticientanswer. It would be asufficientanswer, 
if the facts were the same; but the facts are totally 
different. In that case the United States owned 
the site. It was on the public land. They had 
no purchase to make of private land. There 
was, therefore, nothing to guard, and Congress 
only had to make an appropriation for the work. 


Here, however, you have land to buy—you own | 


none. I contend that, inasmuch as the United 
States own upon the coast of Georgia, and in 


the vieinity of this point, eleven hundred acres of 


} ° j 
land purchased for naval purposes, where there is 


a foot deeper water than at this point; and inas- 
much as there isata location intermediate between 
the capes of the Chesapeake and the capes of 
Fiorida, and intermediate between the great com- 


Savannah, with communication from both, aloca- 
tion superior in every respect to the other, it at 
least is advisable to look into the matter. 

I shall give my vote to concur in the recom- 
mendation of the Naval Committee to recommit 
this bill in order that they may take up the whole 
subject,and upon full consideration recommend to 
the Senate the course that may be proper in their 
Judgment. When that report is made—as 1 doubt 
hotit willbe made promptly; we have no reason 
to Suppose otherwise—I shall be prepared to vote 
for the appropriation at whatever point the com- 
mittee agree to be the best. If the Senator from 
Georgia fears the examination of that committee, 
he certainly cannot suppose that the Senate, with- 
Outits aid, will be incline@ to come to a conclu- 
Sion which Senators do not believe the facts will 
i the committee in forming on examination. 

do not think this matter should be treated with 
reterence to local interests. Nothing is more nat- 
ural than that the Senators from Georgia should 
© Simulated by the instructions of their State, 
and the sympathies which they have for locali- 
Wes and interests in their own State, to exertion 


It is all salt, and you must rely on wells | 








There are no running streams— || 








| here; but they stand differently from other Sen- 


ators of the South. 

Here I will notice a complaint made by the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iverson,] that we 
were warring on the interests of Georgia. We 
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are not warring on any interest of Georgia, but | 
we are, as a State of the South, endeavoring to | 


secure the best ; pplic 
to the veneral defens ' 
the interest of the section in which we reside, but 
to the interests of the whole. 
that I can concur in any appropriation, because 
the locality for Which it is asked 1s Georgia, when 
I believe there are other locations in the South 


where the general purposes of the appropriation ° 


will be better eifected. 


ition of the public money | 
’ - ¢ | 
', with reference not only to 


It is impossible | 


I hope, sir, that the bill will be recommitted; | 


that the committee will at an early day report | 


back to the Senate the result of their deliberations; 


| and that the Senate will—as I have no doubt they 
| will—then take up the subject and vote promptly 
| on the final resolution of the committee. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 


consideration which have not yet been alluded to. 
Senators who have spoken on the bill now before 
the Senate seem to take it for granted that a naval 
depot is necessary on the southern Atlantic coast; 


and it isacontest between them asto its particular | 


locality. This bill provides ** that the President 
of the United States be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to purchase a site for a naval depot on Blythe 
Island, on the coast of Georgia, and to erect such 


| buildings and make such improvements as may 


be necessary for the repair of United States ves- 
sels of war, and afford refuge therefor, and that 
the sum of $200,000 be appropriated for effecting 


| this object out of any moneys inthe Treasury not 


| take the floor, are these: 


otherwise appropriated.’’ ‘The two points to which 
I wish to call the attention of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, {[Mr.'Toomss,] whois about to 
first, is it necessary, in 


| view of our naval establishment, to have another 


| administration to the Navy Department? 


naval depot or navy-yard anywhere? and second, 
if such navy-yard or navy depot is necessary, 
should we not leave its location as a question of 
We 
only build upon an average one or two vessels 
of war a year; we only repair four or five vessels 


in a year; and we have eight navy-yards. Great | 
Britain has twenty times the navy we have in | 


consequence of her colonial possessions: such an 
establishment is rendered necessary by her ex- 
tended empire and colonial possessions. We 
have no colonies to defend. We have an extended 


| coast, to be sure, but we cannot defend it by Navy 


depots in the southern or northern Atlantic States. 
Is it necessary anywhere? The fact must be 


| admitted, that our naval establishment is a small 


| one; but it is large enough. 


We can build more 
vessels of war than we want at any of our navy- 
yards—at Norfolk, at Boston, or at New York. 
It seems to me, that unless it can be shown that 
another naval depot is absolutely necessary, we 
should not enter upon this new project. Two 


| hundred thousand dollars is asked for, and I sup- 
| pose the passage of this bill will involve the 


necessity of expending from two to seven mil- 


|| lionsof money. We should, therefore, enter upon | 
mercial emporiums of the South, Charleston and | 


this project with caution. But if we are to have 
it, it seems to me, that when we have a Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and naval engineers and naval 
architects, whose business it is to attend to such 
details, we should leave the question of location 
to them as one of administration. Ido not wish 
to argue these points at length; I simply suggest 
them to the consideration of the Senator who is 
about to take the floor to discuss the question 


fully. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Having presented to the Sen- 


ate, when this bill was before under considera- | 


tion, the only points of the case which, in my 
judgment, were likely to influence the minds of 


Senators upon it, I should not again occupy the | 


time of the Senate, put for the very pointed re- 
marks of the Senator from Florida, and the pre- 


| texts with which he has assailed this projet. 


The Senator alluded to the resolution calling 


for the information which was sent to us from the | 
Though the report | 


Department on this subject. 
of the Department gave a comparison of all the 
ports between the Chesapeake and Pensacola, he 
says the resolution did not call for that. His 
complaint is, | suppuse, that we got more than 


Mr. President, I take the 
| floor for the purpose of suggesting two points of | 








| failed to state that she had other 
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was asked for; but it was not more than we re- 
sone This, | think, is a sufficient answer to 
that objection. We got all that was in the Navy 
Department, and that was what I intended to get 
by my resolution. The resolution embraced no 
yoint except Brunswick; but as the Senator well 
aa, 1 called on the Secretary of the Navy and 
requested him to send all he knew on the subject. 
I suppose the Senator thought that, if he could 
net make a point, he would, as the lawyers say 
in our country, make a pointee, : 4 

I submitted to the Senate but two considera- 
tions on this question, neither of which has been 
assailed except in the Senator’s comparison be- 
tween Brunswick and Port Royal. These two 
considerations were the very ones to which my 
attention has just been called by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropneap.] I waived the 
question whether we had sufficient navy-yards 
of construction in the United States now; but [ 
insisted, and I thought I showed—and in that 1 
had the concurrence of the proper department of 
the Government—that whatever may be the difli- 
culty of having too many, that difficulty does 
not apply to the coast between the capes of Vir- 
ginia and Pensacola, an extent of two thousand 
miles; foron that coast we have none atall. The 
Secretary of the Navy said we needed one. Be- 
cause you may have some too near together on 
the coast of New England, Pennsylvania and 
New York, non constat that you do not need any 
between the capes of Virginia and Pensacola. 
Assuming it to be the fact that those two thousand 
miles of coast did need a place of refuge for the 
repair of ships, and for a most obvious reason, } 
next secant’ to show that Brunswick is a 
proper place. ‘The comparison which the gentle- 
man takes grows out of a want of examination 
into all the facts. I*or the same reason the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. 
Matvory] said the other day that England, for 
her vast Navy, had but seven navy-yards. 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido not know that the Sen- 
ator used that exact language, but I inferred that 
from his statement, and I supposed it left that 
impression on the mind of the Senate. 

Mr. MALLORY. I said particularly that she 
had but seven in Great Britain. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator did not go fur- 
ther, and say that she had twenty or thirty in 
various parts of the world. 

Mr. MALLORY. Asa matter of course, she 
has them all over the world. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That ‘matter of course’’ the 
Senator did not state. 

Mr. MALLORY. I expressly restricted the 
remark which I made to her yards in Great 
Britain. , 

Mr. TOOMBS. I admit that, but the Senator 
ards; and the 
impression made on my mind, and on that of the 
Senate, I suppose, was, that she had but seven 


'navy-yards. Taking the area of England proper, 
| it is not larger than the State of Georgia; and if 


she has seven navy-yards there, she has them 
much closer together than ours are. Seven is a 
large number for the British Islands. Having 
turned my attention to the subject, I learn that 
she has twenty-seven more. She has several on 
this continent; she has them all over the world. 
She is a wise nation, and having use for a navy, 
she knows that in case of a naval war off our 


| coast, it would not do to compel her ships to go 


across the Atlantic ocean to find a place to refit. 
England commits no such folly. If a vessel 
requires repairs at any port of the British coast, 


'she need not go three hundred miles to find a 


| art place. 
} 


Here, on the southern coast, we 
ave two thousand miles between two of our 
navy-yards. There is hardly a point on the 
English coast proper for such an establishment 
where England has not got one. She has them 
at some places where there is actually no water 
except at high tide. The tide rises so high in 
some places as to reach thirty or forty feet, aud 
she has some yards at points where there is no 
water for ships except the rise of the tide. 
Everybody knows the importance of a point 
at which your vessels can be refitted on the south- 
erncoast. In time of war, if you had a squadron 


| there, it would be absolutely indispensable. If 


' you need six navy-yards between Maine and the 


capes of Virginia, you most assuredly need one 
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Letween the capes of Virginia and the capes 
of Florida. You have six between Kittery, in 
Maine, and the capes of Virginia, a distance of 
less than a thousand miles on a straight line, 
and you have none for two thousand miles be- 
tween the capes of Virginia and Pensacola. Why 
is this? The fact that you have six where they 


are not needed, does not dispense with the neces- 
aity of having one atan appropriate pl ace. I say 
this is an appropriate place. It is too far to re- 
quire vessels to go from the capes of Florida to 


the capes of Vireinia for occasional repairs. At 
any point on that coast, you cannot even putin 


a spar—vyou cannot repair at The Se cretary 
of the Navy tells you it is necessary to havea 
pla ‘¢ for repairs on the southern coast, We are 


too many navy -yards of con- 
not at the right 
places. ‘The Secretary of the Navy so informs 
us; but he does not pretend to,say that you do 
not need one on the southern coast. Because 
you have six or eight at wrong places, affords no 
reason why you should not have one at the right 
place. Iam inclined to think this is an error of 
the Secretary of the Navy. IL regard these estab- 
lishmeuts as a very important and cheap defense, 
as a necessary place of refuge for your ships 

rainst a superior force. In time of war it may 
he necessary for them to avoid a superior force, 
and to have places to refit after an action, These 
establishments are a great defense for the coast, 
and wherever you can make them conveniently 
with*advantage to the public service, it should be 
done. The cost of prov iding proper naval depots 
for re pairing purpose 8 18 comparatively incon- 
siderable. Such a de pot does not cost more than 
$200,000. ‘The Minnesota, which was recently 
launched from this navy-yard, one of the most 
superior frigates afloat, cost $2,000,000, and she 
went off with thirteen feet water at high tide, and 
she is considered equal to the best seventy-four 
inany Navy 

Mr. YULEE. She had no armamenton board. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam aware of that; but she 
was built here and she got off at that height of 
the tide, and was taken to some other port to get 
her armament. Her machinery was in, and she 
went down a river with three or four feet of 
water less than we have at Brunswick. 

If on this great extent of coast, reaching two 
thousand miles, you have no harbor into which 
you can enter with a seventy-four, is that any 
reason why you should not have protection of 
any sort? For the purposes of naval warfare, 
small vessels with larger guns are being substi- 
tuted all over the world. Large ships are utterly 
worthless in time of peace, whatever may be 
their value in time of war. [ believe there 1s no 
case where we have sent a seventy-four to sea 
since the last war with Great Britain. * The ex- 
pense ts too great. We may have sent one or 
two te Mexico during the recent war, but I think 
not. The bar of Brunswick is deep enough to 
admit the naval vessels which we keep in time 
of peace for the pfotection of our commerce. It 
can admit any vessel large enough to be brought 
against any of our towns. If nothing but a 
frigate can enter into a southern port, a frigate is 
all that you want to defend it with. An enemy’s 
frigate off that coast cannot go up the Savannah, 
although jt can enter the harbor at the mouth, 
on account of the want of water. I say you can 
put in this harbor a vessel as large as the defense 
of the coust needs. If you cannot have a frigate 
harbor, that affords no reason why you should 
not have a sloop harbor. You should have the 
very best defense that the country is capable of. 
It does not follow, of course, that because you 
have not a harbor that will accommodate a “ sev- 
enty-four’’ with her full armament, you should 
not therefore have places for any species of ves- 
sels of war. That is not sound reasoning. Sev- 
enty per cent. of your naval tonnage is below 
seventy-fours, and nearly three fourths of your 
= vessels can enter the port of Brunswick; 

ut because thirty per cent. cannot, you will have 
none. That seems to be the argument! 

The necessity of an establishment of this kind 
on the southern coast I take to be beyond ques- 
tion. ‘This indentation on the coast of Georgia 
and South Carolina is the proper place, because 
itis about half way between Norfolk and Tor- 
tugas, where the defenses of the Government are. 
Key West is known to be not suitable for the 


told that we have 
struction, ai d that they ar 


if Ss = 
| purpose, and has been so passed upon by com- || 
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of the important essentials, The Senator has vel 


|| petent authority. Either of the points named on || a recommendation from a bureau, from the Coast 


|| the coast of South Carolina or Georgia, Port 
|| Royal or Brunswick, is accessible to one of the 
most important elements of ship-building—ship 
| timber. The idea of the Senator from Florida, 
that Port Royal is more accessible for supplies, is 
a fancy of his own without a solitary foundation. 
It is not accessible ay way but by water. As | 
stated before, no communication with it is even 
projected. ‘The Senator from Florida alluded to 
an island which the Government bought on the 
coast of Georgia, consisting of eleven hundred 
acres. That was procured as early as 1816; but 
| it was found not to be a suitable place. It had 
depth of water, but no other requisite. The 
| board of navy commissioners who examined the 
| southern harbors state six requisites for a naval 
| station, all of which I reviewed. The commis- 
| sion examined the waters of Port Royal with 
| reference to each of those conditions, 


the commission placed the water at Port Royal 


at sixteen feet. This was because they were not | 


informed. The Coast Survey has developed ‘a | 


| Mr. YULEE. The Senator will observe that 


depth of twenty feet, which alters the case. The | 


| commissioners stated that if they could reach a 


| point on the Savannah river sufficiently high, | 
with the same water that they could carry into | 
the river, which was nineteen feet, they would | 


reconsider their conclusion in favor o 


3runs- | 


| wick, and prefer Savannah, because there would | 
| be nineteen feet. Now, at Port Royal there are 


| twenty feet instead of nineteen. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Lamcomingtothat. I want 
| plied the great defect in his case, and I was going 
| to notice that very point. The commission ex- 
_amined the waters of Beaufort and Port Royal. 
| Beaufort was the only place there ever suggested 
| for a naval depot, because it had the other condi- 

tions; but it was found to lack water. It had 
| not even seventeen feet of water, which is all the 
| Senator allows to Brunswick. 
| than thirteen feet. ‘Though it had other condi- 


| tions, the commission said it lacked three; it | 
| lacked water; itlacked accessibility; and it lacked | 


| defensibility. The defense of a navy-yard is just 


| as necessary as is depth of water. The Senator | 
| from Florida says that anybody who will take | 


| the surveys, and look at them, will find nineteen 


| feet of water in Port Royal, and there must be 
some place there for a navy-yard. 


| be readily defended. 


'amud bank, where nobody can live. The Sen- 
ator says he presumes—he has no doubt—he sup- 
poses, of course, there must be some place there; 
but no human being has put a finger on the spot 

| at Port Royal which combines any of the condi- 

| tions necessary for a navy-yard, or has a single 
one of them except water. The Senator from 


It had no more | 


} Nobody | 
| reports any such place. ‘Then there is defensi- | 
| bility. The site selected must be one which can | 
j It may be that in Port | 
| Royal harbor you will get your navy-yard against | 


| to show that the Senator’s imagination has sup- | 


es 


| Florida says, if you look at the survey you will | 


| see nineteen feet. If there were a hundred feet, 
the place might lack every other condition. It 
| might be indefensible; it might have no fresh 


suitable fora navy-yard. You cannot tell that 
from the surveys of the depth of water. 

| Mr. YULEE. I read a letter from Captain 
Ingraham. 

Mr. TOOMBS. And what did hesay? That 
he supposed some such place could be found. 

Mr. YULEE. I referred to the chart which 
| showed that thirty feet might be carried up to 
several points in the bay. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Lam now admitting the water; 
| but the Senator does not show a single point there 
| that has the recommendation of one human being 
| fora navy-yard. I say the idea is nothing buta 
| pretence—an invention of the Senator’s brain, to 
| defeat this object. We sent a commission to hunt 
| for a place, and they said none was there. They 

said the point was improper, not because it had 
| not water, but because it had not accessibility or 
| defensibility. Now, the Senator says there is 
_ water in Port Royal. I presume there is some- 
| where. I think one of the gentlemen from South 
| Carolina suggested that the Edisto river emptied 
| into Port Royal, and that there fresh water and 
| pure water might be found in abundance, though 
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| water; it might be sickly; it might be in no way | 


the commission could not find it; and this is one | 


Survey, or from any human being. Nobody Dus 


| his finger on a single place in the waters of 2. u 
| ° = cau- 
| fort which has not been condemned. 


| instituted. 





It is twenty years since this commission was 
t Its report has been lying in th, 
archives of the Navy Department from that time 
to this. The commission was composed of a 
competent officers of the Navy. Every southery 
port, Beaufort among them, was examined hy 
them, and they gave the preference to Bruns. 
wick. Here are the surveys confirming th, ip 
report, except as to a few inches in regard to the 
depth of water. All the other elements are 
known and admitted by the Secretary of th» 
Navy himself to be in favor of Brunswick. Gen. 
tlemen tell us, however, that they may find somo. 
where in the swamps of Beaufort, or somewhere 
on Broad river, a place for a depot. I admit tha; 
Broad river has the necessary depth of water, by: 
no other conditions. We sent the proper officers 
to that point to look for a place, and they were 
not able to find it. The idea of establishing q 
depot there has been gotten up for no other pur. 
pose but to defeat Brunswick, which, accordino 
to the official information before the Senate of t),. 
United States, has all the necessary conditions, 
Gentlemen are hunting for pretexts and imaviy- 
ing places which the Government sent officers to 
hunt for, and they could not find. The Senator 
from Florida has not been able to lay his finger 
on a point at Port Royal which has a single coy- 
dition necessary except depth of water. It is 
true one of his letters says you probably may 
find a point with depth of water near the Edisto 
river, or somewhere else, but can you find a de- 
fensible point there? If you have a place for 
naval construction and the repairs of ships, which 
you are unable to defend, you might as well give 
it to the enemy. 
There was the same difficulty in regard to the 
island off the coast of Georgia, which the Sena- 
tor says the Government purchased. There wa 
plenty of water, as the Senator has shown, a: 
that point, but it is an island of the ocean, aad it 
is impossible properly to defend the place. |i 
lacks the other conditions of health and an abund- 
ant supply of fresh water, and accessibility ex- 


i 


‘cept by water; and that is exactly the case with 


every place on Broad river. 

This report has been twenty years in the Navy 
Department unassailed, and now it is not assailed 
in a single point, with the exception of the dis- 
covery of a deeper channel at Port Royal. The 
facts stand just as they did twenty years ago 
with this exception. All the other conditions for 
a navy-yard, as reported by the beard of three 
officers of the Navy, stand unassailed. I pay no 
attention to the pretext for hunting up places as 
a ground of sending the bill to the committee 
How are the Committee on Naval Affairs to find 
outthe best place? Have they any other facts 
than those which are before the Senate? I sug- 
gested the other day that the chairman of the 
committee ought to tell us what other facts can 
be before the Senate. He should state what they 
are, and then the Senate can judge as to the rea- 
sonableness of their taking the bill and ‘choking 
it, as was done last session. I say now, what I 
said before, that [ was satisfied then, and an 
satisfied now, that the object of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Yu.ee] was to defeat it, and he did 
defeat it at the last session. The question had 
been fully considered. On the 11th of January, 
1855, two years ago, the Senate on my motion 
pennas a resolution calling for the facts. We 
eard nothing of Port Royal until this session. 
When the bill was before the House of Repre- 
sentatives, nothing was heard of it. Two years 
ago a resolution was passed calling on the proper 
Department for all the facts. The answer was 
printed and laid on our tables. No objection was 
made until when the bill was about to pass, and 
then Senators say there may be a better place 00 
the rice swamps, or somewhere else, at Beau- 
fort. My reply is, we have hunted for it; we have 
sent a commission of competent men of the Navy; 
they have measured the water, and looked at the 
other advantages, and they give the preference 
decidedly to Brunswick. The Senator from Flor- 
iga complains that the Secretary of the Navy !as 
not recommended it, The Secretary of the Navy 
sends the report of those commissioners, giv!" 
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their decided preference, thereby indorsing it; and | involved. Thatisal!. This proposition of the 


he says he has no doubt a naval harbor for re- 
weirs is necessary on the southern Atlantic coast. 


{nother objection which seems to have been | 
»y@ up in order to embarrass the bill, is the | 


that the $200,000 which the bill ro 80 age 
sor buying a site and preparing a place for the 
repair of ships, will be spent altogether in buying 
cite on Blythe Island. My colleague told the 
Seyate the other day that that island is owned by 
éficen or twenty different persons, and the report 
of the proper Officers is that there are thirty feet 
at low water all along the island. The Govern- 


ment, therefore, can buy land at any point of the | 


island. You are not to suppose that the Gov- 
ernment will give large, unreasonable, plundering 
prices for this property. You must trust some- 
thing to the proper Department. 
ment, through its agents, will ascertain the proper 
Would you fix any price in this bill? I 


rates. 


take it for granted, that as the island belongs to | 


twenty different people, and each has four times 
as much land as is necessary for a navy depot, 


the competition will bring the prices to a reason- | 


able sum, and the Government will obtain the 
jand ata fair rate. This is a sufficient answer to 
that objection. 


There is no question of quarrel here between | 


Georgia and Florida or any other State. Thisis 
a matter of no more concern to Georgia than to 
New York, and of no more concern to me than 
to any other citizen of the United States. So far 
us spending the public money in my State is con- 
cerned, | consider it a disadvantage; and nothing 
but a great public necessity would induce me to 
vole for spending money there. I donot wantit 
spent there. Ido not want its influence. It is 


corrupting everywhere. I consider it an evil that | 


the public interest requires an expenditure of 
public money in my own State, and I have never 
yetasked for it. Ido not ask this for Georgia. 
She asks nothing of you. Carry on the common 
defense; let her alone; stop your legislation by 
which you cramp her industry; let her and her 
institutions alone, and she asks you for neither 
money nor anything else. She asks you for 
If the Government wants a naval depot 
there, pass the bill; if not, reject it. In her behalf 
J would scorn it on any other terms. 

Mr. SEWARD. A historian, who relates the 
history of the conquest of Mexico by Cortez, 
describes the scene in which the invader entered 
the palace of Montezuma, one morning, and an- 
nounced to him that some disturbance had arisen 
between the Mexican troops and the Spanish, 
and that the explanations which had been made 
by the Emperor Montezuma were not quite satis- 
factory; but while he had no doubt that the mat- 
ter would ultimately be adjusted, it would, in the 
mean time, be necessary for the Emperor to retire 
within the quarters of the Spanish, and remain 
there until the question was determined. The 
Emperor replied with great surprise and aston- 
isiment, that he was not one of that class of 
persons who are put in prison. The historian 
pronounces this declaration the most impudent 
proposition that was ever made on earth. 

Now, sir, the proposition of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs t will not characterize by any 
such term; but it strikes me as being about the 
strongest proposal that was ever offered by a 
committee in the Senate. 

What is the state of the facts? Here is a bill 
which passed the House of Representatives at 
the last session, and then came to the Senate. It 
was referred to this committee. The committee 
reported in favor of the bill, and submitted to the 
Senate its recommendation in favor of its final and 
immediate: passage. A debate arose upon this 
report, and that debate was arrested by the ad- 
journment of the last session of Congress or the 
pressure of business. And now, after eight weeks 


peace. 


of this new session have clapsed,and the subject | 


comes up to be finally disposed of, within the last 
five weeks of the session, the Committee on Naval 


Affairs ask to have this same bill referred to them | 


again. 

The object of a reference of a bill is well un- 
derstood. It is, not that the committee may give 
their opinion about the merits of it, or the expe- 
diency of it, but that they may inquire into the 
facts, and submit to the Senate the information 
which it may be necessary for them to have, in 
order to enable them to decide upon the measure 


The Depart- | 
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| committee, that we shall refer this bill back to 
} them, comes to the Senate after we have been a 
fortnight engaged in a debate which has elicited 
all the information they have, and all the inform- 
ation that can be obtained. It strikes me to be 
an unparliamentary demand; and that the Senate 
having possession of the subject, having per- 
formed the courtesy of sending itto a committee, 
having received their report upon it, are bound, 
from a just regard to the public business, to go 
through with the bill, without recommitting it to 
a committee Which has no information whatever 
to give on the subject other than what has already 
been exposed to the Senate and the country. 
Mr. President, I shall vote against the refer- 
ence, and I am prepared to vote for this bill in its 
present shape. I shall state very briefly the 
reasons why. If the question was, as was im- 
plied by the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, whether the United States 
Government want eight naval depots, I should be 
prepared to answer at once, yes. A great and 
growing commercial marine and an increasing 
| Navy will never want less than eight navai sta- 
tions, when you consider that its commerce en- 
circles the globe, and that the territory of the 
United States engrosses a large part of the North 
American continent. But if the question were, 
whether the United States want exactly all the 
naval depcts that we have, together with the one 
which is now projected, that would be a different 
question. As the country has expanded, as the 
commerce of the country has increased, and our 
relations between this hemisphere and the other 
have become extensive and complicated, as the 
facilities for intercourse throughout the countr 
have been improved, these naval depots which 
we have, are probably too near together. If the 
question were, whether we could not dispense 
with some one which we have, I think probably 
we should be able to arrive at that conclusion, as 
we have dispensed with the one at Memphis, in 
Tennessee. That is not the question here. The 
question here is, not whether we want all those 
that we have, but whether we want a depot at 
this particular place, or in this particular vicinity. 

Who can deny that, if a naval depot is neces- 
sary for the protection of the national commerce 
in the North, and for the protection of the north- 
ern portion of the country, that it is not necessary, 
since we have extended our domain around into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and have made intercommu- 
nication with the Pacific oceanacross the Isthmus, 
to have a naval station at or near the Gulf of 
Mexico? If we are ever to be engaged in a foreign 
war again, it will be a naval war. The course of 
all things tends, in a controversy between us and 
foreign States, and especially European States, 
to naval contests; and if there is to be any naval 
contest between us and any foreign Power, the 
Gulf of Mexico will be the theater. On the Pacific 
ocean, where our territories lie exposed, we have 
already established a navy-yard for the purpose 
of securing our commerce and the safety of our 
territories. All our troubles which have occurred 
in the last four or five years, or, in other words, 
| since the acquisition of California, have arisen in 
or near the Gulf of Mexico. We have had no 
alarms, no fears, on the northern part of the con- 
tinent; but the theater of all our difficulties has 
been on or near the Isthmus, at Panama, at 
Tehuantepec, and at Nicaragua. 

This, then, as a measure of protection against 
war, is commended to us by the fact that, while 
we have six navy-yards established in order to 
attain securities for our commerce and for the 
safety of our people in the North, we have none 
for a distance of two thousand miles of the coast 
in that part of the continent where we are most 
ex eal and where we are to look for danger. 

hen it is very clear that, although it may be 
true that we have naval depots where we do not 
want them, it is certainly clear that we have not 
| one naval depot where we do wantone. This bill 
|| proposes to establish one at the port of Bruns- 
|| wick, in Georgia; and that position is commended 
|| to us by the fact that it is the furthest south of 
|| all those which are proposed to us. It is there- 
| fore the nearest to the scene of danger and expo- 
|| sure. 
| It is commended to us by the fact that it is 


| capable of being itself protected by reason of its 
communication with Florida, with New Orleans, 











and with the interior country of Georgia and the 
western States. All these facilities are already 


| either secured or are now in process of being 


| secured. 
| ity of timber and the materials which are neces- 





Then it is also in the immediate vicin- 


sary for ship building. As things now are, a 
vessel belonging to the mercantile marine which 
gets into distress on the coast of Florida or any- 
where this side of the Cape, has no place where 


| she can be repaired until she reaches Norfolk. 


It is not, however, as a'war measure chiefly 
that I regard this, for I think our armed Navy 
is inferior in importance and inferior in public 
interest to our mercantile marine, which is the 
agent of all our commerce. It is because the 
commerce of the North, the commerce of the 
country which is chiefly located in the North, is 
exposed to loss and hazard and danger along the 


| southern sea-coast, that I vote for the establish - 
| ment of this depot; and I vote for it upon the 


gfound that the only questions which can be in- 
volved in regard to the propriety of this location 
have been referred to a competent commission, 
who have inquired, and they have found that 
while this place, Brunswick, has all the other 
facilities which ate necessary, it has sufficient 
facilities in regard to its own safety and protection 
in the event of war. 

Why, then, should we send this bill back to the 
committee, or why should we refuse to pass it? 
It can result in nothing else but in increasing 
difficulties and embarrassments, which have de- 
layed its passage already too long; that is to say, 
the result would be to give some new advantages 
to some new competitors for the location, which, 
in the end, possibly might defeat the whole 
measure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish the Senate, particu- 
larly my friend from Georgia, to bear testimony 
to the fact that I have said nothing deprecatory 
of Brunswick. On the contrary | have endeav- 
ored to conduct this debate with all the concilia- 
tory spirit which I think should enter into it. I 
do not say that Brunswick isa port that is utterly 
unfit. I have never said so. All that I have 
said and all that I maintain is, that on a fair 
comparison Port Royal has the advantage, and 
I think decidedly the advantage, over*it. 1 shall 
not undertake to detract from the port of Bruns- 
wick, because, as I have said, lam perfectly will- 
ing, upon a fair ascertainment of the facts, to give 
this depot to one or the other, whichever may be 
the best point. I shall not extend my remarks 
on this subject, for I wish the vote to be taken. 

The Senator from New York has made some 
suggestions that had been floating through my 
own mind. I do not know that I shall live to 
see it; and I do not know that any of us will 
be witnesses of that great eventful historical con- 
test which is likely to occur. I believe the Cen- 


| tral American Isthmus is destined to be the Bos- 


phorus of contention between the Powers of the 
earth. I think the seas around that Isthmus are 
destined to be stained with the blood of contend- 
ing navies. I believe that if the great contest is 
to be decided with regard to the dominion of 
Europe in America, it will probably be ina con- 
test for Cuba. I have a firm belief that within 
the next twenty years, not only southern—l 
think southern will have less to do with it than 
northern ships—but northern shipping from 
Maine and other States will find it necessary to 
have a safe passage to the Pacific through these 
islands, the richest upon earth. The time is not 
distant when they will need places of refuge. I 
agree with the Senator from Georgia on that 
subject. I am not afraid to avow here, that I 
believe one of the most legitimate objects upon 
which you can spend the public money is the 
Navy. I am one of those who believe that we 
should allow the public treasure of the country 
to be absorbed by corporations and speculators. 
If there were two naval depots, one at Brunswick 
and one at Broad river, 1] am not so sure that the 
money would not be well appropriated. 

I shall not, in the remarks which Iam about 
to submit, make any invidious comparisons he- 
tween thetwo. I know my friend, (Mr. Toomps,| 
with the vehemence which perhaps belongs to his 
nature, sometimes makes a plunging fire on these 
subjects, and hits us when he ought not to hit 
us. I will take things by the smooth handle, as 
Mr. Jefferson said, when I can. I make this 
proposition to my friend: If he will send out a_ 
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ship drawing twenty-four feet of water, I will 


make a comparison, and I will answer for it, it 
will enter the harbor of Port Royal, and cannot | 
Yet, if there are other advant- 
ages, as I said the other day, in the estimation of 


enter Brunswick. 


a commission to be sent out, that would give the 
preference to Brunswick, I am willing to yield. 
Allow me to say to the Senator from Georgia, 
that, in my opinion, Savannah is more interested 
in Port Royal, ssa place of depot, than any other, 
I heard my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Bett] say 
the other day, there was no communication be- 


tween Broad river and Savannah; and I heard my | 


friend from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] say that I 
was not acquainted with the geography of my 


own country. Well, I will show you Callibogue | 


Seund. Here it ison the map. Naval officers, 
with whom I have conversed, say it is one of the 
finest on earth. So far as regards protection in 
time of war, there is no place like it. [tis only 
twenty miles from Broad river across to Savan- 
nah, 
Carolina they will find, what was notorious long 
before this, that in the settlement of that region 
road river was the first that the Europeans en- 
tered, It was one of the finest bays, as has been 
described by historians, on earth. From Hilton 
Head, or any one of these points, into Savannah, 


there 1s as fine a sound as can be found on earth, | 


with fifteen or sixteen feet of water at the lowest 
tide, and, ] suppose, twenty or twenty-one feet 
nt high tide. ‘That, in time of war, would bea 
perfect protection from any assault outside of the 
bar. "‘Thatis one clement. 

Now, allow me to say to the gentleman from 
Georgia, that another clement in this matter is 
not only that we can take the plumb and show 
deeper water than Brunswick, but we can show 
better water, At Brunswick they have nothing 
but salt water, and at Port Royal we have the 
finest tributaries throwing their fresh streams on 
us; and if need be, we can go to Savannah, and 
up to Tennessee. We can, in time of war, go 
up that most beautiful river, and get every supply 
ne cessary. 


have interior communication. Why, sir, itis only 


twenty miles from Callibogue Sound to Savan- 


nah. A ship can go from Broad river to Savan- 


nah—a distance ot twenty miles only—and put | 


the world at defiance; she cannot be assailed. 
I say further, that at Port Royal we have the 
finest materials upon earth for a naval depot. So 


far as regards even the depth of water, itis equal | 


to Norfolk and Boston. I do not wish to provoke 


remark as to Norfolk; I have already, perhaps, | 


provoked it as to Beaufort in North Carolina. 1 


think my friend from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] is | 


very much like the man who said he had the 


finest horse in the world, which could outrun | 


any other; but he was afraid to try him. [Laugh- 
ter.} Lam willing to try you in this contest, and 
to send a ship there to see which is best. 
said theve is no place at Port Royal which is suit- 


able for a*naval depot. Here is the chart. I had | 
the original entries here the other day, where the | 


depth was plumbed at every quarter of a mile; 
aud Hilton Head was marked as having thirty 
feet of water throughout. 
is all conjecture and imagination. In the field of 


rhetoric, | have no chance with my friends from | 
Georgia; but in the ficld of mathematics, sur- | 
veys, plumbs, compasses, and the demonstrative | 
portion of my argument, I can beat them at any | 
time they choose to enter into the contest on this 


subject 

All Lask is the recommittal of the bill. 
do not recommit it, I shall ask for a commission 
to make a trial of the two places; and if Bruns- 
wick is found to be the best, I give my friends to 
understand that I shall vote for it. As to Bruns- 


wick, nobody ever heard of it until lately. I | 


suppose I never heard of Brunswick until about 
four years ago; and until that time perhaps there 


were nothing but wolves and wild cats there. | 


|Laughter.] Nobody knows much about it. I 


am told, however, that itis a very pretty country; 


but that is not the question. 


we have twenty feet of water at low tide on our 
bar, and twenty-seven feet at high tide at any 
point, and thirty feet at Hilton Head, with fresh | 
streams flowing down, and with fine and live 
timber enough for naval purposes on gentlemen's 
plantations, that they will sell you at moderate | 


I stand on the proposition, that at Port Royal | 
| 
| 


If gentlemen will take the map of South |! 


Then gentlemen tell me we cannot | 


It is | 


Yet gentlemen say it | 


If you | 





| 


miles from Charleston. I have no doubt that 


} 


to equal either of them. If you have a mind to 
send out a commission, I will go; and we can take 
some of our friends here, and try practically, with 
a ship, which is the best port. That is the way 
to settle this question. 

|| Mr. IVERSON. 
Senate more than five or ten minutes. I simply 
wish to make an appeal to those Senators who 


ought to be established on the Atlantic coast south 
of Norfolk. 


perhaps many, on this floor, who are opposed te 


either South or North. To them I have nothing 
to say. Of course they will vote on the convic- 
tions of their judgment, already formed—nothing 
I could say could have any effect on them. 


this kind ought to be established on the southern 
Atlantic coast, and it is to them that I beg to 
| make this appeal, because I know this proposi- 


|| Brunswick has not only been fought but is in- 


| not only met with a motion to recommit this bill 





sented to this bill in order to defeat it when it 
|| goes back to the House of Representatives. 1 
therefore rise to make an appeal to the friends 
of the measure to stick by it as it is, and not to 
suffer any of these insidious movements to over- 
come it. If you believe a naval depot ought to 


I do not rise to detain the | 


be established on the southern Atlantic coast, | | 


| ask you why not vote for this bill? It establishes 
one at Blythe Island, opposite Brunswick. It is 
demonstrated by actual survey, and the report 
of commissioners competent to make it, that it 
has every clement in favor of a naval depot. 
Three official examinations have already been 
‘made of this port. Commissioners have been 
sent down under instructions from the Navy De- 
partment with the express view to examine it, 


| favorable report to the Navy Department. That 
| commission, composed of three intelligent cap- 

tains, have reported the quantity of water on the 
|| bar at Brunswick. An examination instituted by 
the Coast Survey has come to precisely the same 


naval captains) say there are eighteen feet of 
water at the lowest tides on Brunswick bar, and 
six feet rise of mean tide, making twenty-four 
feet, Lieutenant Trenchard states there are seven- 
teen feet of water on the bar, with a rise of seven 
|| feet at mean high water, and therefore coming to 
the same result—tweuty-four feet. 

Now, sir, it must be conceded by every honor- 
able and impartial man on this floor that there are 


|| twenty-four feet on the bar at Brunswick at mean 


‘high water. That fact cannot be disputed, al- 
though the Senator from Florida has instituted a 


Port Royal at high water. He says that Bruns- 
wick will not admit a sloop-of-war. Well, sir, 
these commissioners, three naval commanders, 
who are quite as competent to decide that ques- 
tion as the Senator from Florida, with all his 
information, say ‘there are twenty-four fect at 
high water, and sufficient for a frigate.’’ That 
is their language; yet the Senator, in arguiug 
upon the capacities of this bar, put it at only 
| seventeen feet, and declares that that is not suf- 
ficient for a sloop-of-war, and he says that Port 
Royal has twenty-six feet, and is, therefore, ca- 
pable of admitting a seventy-four. Brunswick, 
with seventeen feet of water, cannot admit a 
sloop-of-war, while Port Royal, with twenty-six 





feet, can admit aseventy-four! This is the com- 
parison which the Senator has been so ingenious 
as to make. 

Mr. YULEE. The Senator misunderstood the 
facts stated by me. I turned toa table furnished 
by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, which 
showed at low tide twenty feet at Port Royal, 
and seventeen fect at Brunswick, and at high tide 
twenty-seven feet at Port Royal, and twenty-three 
feet and one inch at Brunswick. 


I showed then | 


results, because, though the commissioners (the | 


comparison between Brunswick at lowe water and | 


|| Brunswick may, by an inflated process, come up | 


the establishment of any additional naval depots, | 
|| upon which I rely were from the Coast Survey, 


tion for the establishment of a naval depot at , 


tended to be fought by every sort of stratagem | 
which ingenuity can bring to bearon it. Weare | 


to the Committee on Naval Affairs, that it may | 
sleep the sleep of death in that committee, but | 
we are to meet amendments which are to be pre- | 


> i] 
jut 
there are others, I think, who believe a depot of | 


attest all its various capacities, and have made a || 
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| prices. It istwenty miles from Savannah, which {| 
is interested in it asacommercial point, and sixty | 

| of-war was seventeen and a haif feet; and 
| ring to the first of the conditions which the 


| ide—I showed that while Port Royal wasa s\ov 
| of-war harbor b 


believe that a naval depot for the repair of ships || 


I know there are some Senators, || 
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a table, furnished from the Navy Department. } 
which it appeared that the low draught of a sloor. 
fer. 


: ’ \ naval 
commission prescribed—to wit: the ability of t\o 


bar to admit the heaviest class of ships at low 
p- 
that test, Brunswick was no 
naval harbor at all, because a sloop-of-war would 
require eighteen anda half feet for its admission 
while seventeen feet only existed on the bar; and 
that if we took the high-water mark, Brunswick 
was a sloop-of-war harbor, and Port Royal a 
ship-of-the-line harbor, because twenty-seven fect 
would admit the largest ship, while twenty-three 


| feet would admit only a sloop-of-war, inasmuch 


/and I consider that the only accurate, relial) 


as a frigate requires twenty-four feet. The data 


ha ile 
means of determining the depth of water on the 


coast which has been surveyed. 
Mr. 1VERSON. In reply to that argument of 


| the Senator from Florida, | will barely give the 
| authentic information stated by the naval captains 


_ in Jast year. 


and Lieutenant Trenchard of the Coast Survey, 
who made the survey of the Brunswick harbor 
The naval captains who went there 
and made an actual, personal, and experimental 
examination of the port, state: 


‘** Proceeding towards the land, by traversing the whole 
breadth of the channel”— ' 


Measuring clear across it, and sounding it at 


| every point across the channe!l— 


*“the soundings gradually shoaled to eighteen feet, which 
is the least draught of water found in the channel way.” 

They reported eighteen feet as the least draught 
in the channel over the bar, and then they say: 

** The average rise of the tide is six feet, which gives, at 
high water on the bar, twenty-four feet, sufficient for a 
frigate.”’ 

Lieutenant Trenchard states, after four months’ 
critical survey, that ‘* seventeen feet may be car- 
ried over the bar at low water,’’ and that * the 
average mean rise of the tide is seven feet’’~ 
making twenty-four feet at mean high water. I 
put that opinion, and these facts, as collected by 
these naval officers and the Coast Survey, against 
the opinion of the Senator from Florida. There are 
twenty-four feet water at ordinary high tide, and 
twenty-six feet at spring tide. Is not that water 
enough? What moredo youwant? Admit, for 
the sake of the argument, that there may be one 
or two more feet over Port Royal bar: where is 
the necessity or use of it?) When you have water 
enough over the Brunswick bar, what more do 
you want? 

If there were twenty thousand feet of water 
over Brunswick bar it would be of no more use 
than the twenty-four feet we have. All you 
want is enough to carry over your frigates, stean 
vessels, and sloops-of-war; for, as my colleagu: 
has properly a, there will not be once in a half 


| century perhaps any occasion to take a seventy- 


four over one of these bars. We do not employ 


| our seventy-fours in the protection of our com- 


merce. We shall have no use for repairs of 


| seventy-fours in a navy-yard, either at Bruns- 


| access. 


wick, or Port Royal. 
Then Brunswick has the advantage of easy 
These commissioners, and these naval 


| officers, say it is but three fourths of a mile across 
| the bar, only a half mile over it, and it gradually 


deepens and widens to a mile, and has capacity 
sufficient for the largest ships that want to go 


| over the bar, and through the channel into the 
| harbor, even with an adverse wind. 


' Jand-locked, an 


Then it has capacity of water upon the bar. 
It has facility of entrance. It has sufficient ca- 
acity inside of the bar. You may anchor five 
Sea ships-of-the-line in the portof Brunswick 
with safety. Ithascapabiiity of defense. There 
is no place on the southern coast more capable 
of defense than Brunswick. It has the element 
of safety to ships in the harbor. It is perfectly 
as safe from storms from sea as 
any port on the Atlantic coast. 
“he Senator from Florida, as well as the Sen- 


ator from Tennessee, the other day suggested 


as an objection to this bill that we must expend 
two or three millions of dollars in works of de- 
fense if we establish a naval depot at Brunswick. 
You will have to spend this ey in the defense 
of that port whether you establish a naval depot 
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vs not. Brunswick is growing up into an im- | requires only our approbation to become a law, 
stant commercial town. In a few years it will | this is an invaluable advantage which Brunswick 
stain a large population and have an extensive | has over every other place. 
. and the interests of Brunswick and the Then I call on Senators who are in favor of 
sti in of the trade and commerce of that | establishing a naval depot on the southern At- | 
will demand of you to establish fortifications || lantic coast, to vote for this bill, because by taking 
lefense, Whether you have a naval depot it we can attain our object, and by refusing to | 
take it we must fail to obtain what we all con- 


for 1s Ge 5 . ‘ 7 

yore or not. The commercial improvement of 

: sider important and necessary—a naval depot | 
upon the southern Atlantic coast. 


she place will require this expenditure, and you 
will not be adding one cent to that necessity by 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, my feelings 
admonish me that I should not speak after the | 


sho establishment of a depot at Brunswick. 

“Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Allow me to say 
remarks made by the gentleman from Georgia, 
for really | have forborne from a sincere regard | 


‘he Senator from Georgia, that I took no ex- 

»tion to Brunswick on the ground that two or j 

ce millions of dollars would be required to || to conciliate,as far as I could, interests that must 
defend it. On the contrary, I said that [ would || be in common at the South; but I think the gen- | 
eote for that sum cheerfully. || teman’s remarks were uncalled for. He has un- | 
“Mr. IVERSON. Iam happy to be corrected || dertaken to characterize the degeneracy of Beau- 
y the Senator from Tennessee. || fort, Port Royal, and to speak of it as a place of 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I cannot conceive || sickness. I have heard objections to metaphors 
how | should have been misunderstood on that || on the ground that they wanted similitude; but 
point. |, if I may be permitted to pronounce a criticism 

Mr. IVERSON. Perhaps I did not hear the || on the gentleman’s similes, I think they are a 
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Senator from Tennessee correctly. That at any || medley of dis¢ordant materials and ingredients 


rate was the argument of the Senator from Flor- || which have found their way into no book of 
ida. Brunswick has a plentiful supply of fresh || rhetoric that I ever read. 


water and everything necessary for a naval depot, When the Senator speaks of rice swamps up 
and is undoubtedly and unequivocally a healthy || and down the Savannah river, he is right. It is 


| the richest portion of South Carolina, and I be- 

Mr. BUTLER. People go from all over the || lieve the richest portion of the United States. 
country to that point for health. || The peninsula I could mark out with my finger 
Mr. IVERSON. Well, sir, if that be so, its || on the map; but these islands of which we are 
putation is greatly slandered abroad, for 1 am || speaking, Saint Helena and Hilton Head, are 
formed that any man living in the back country || sea islands, with the fresh air of the sea blowing 


Carolina would consider himself doomed to cer- | on them. It is notorious that they are resorted 
to for health. 


in death if he was compelled to spend a summer | 
on Port Royal Island. No, sir, there is no health || Does the gentleman know that the very coun- 
| try which he has characterized for its degeneracy 


in Port Royal; and Brunswick isa healthy place. | 

It has never been visited with an epidemic, and it || and want of spirit and character was stained by 
has a population sufficient to test that. During the || the first blood of the Revolution? Sir, the coun- 
fatal epidemic which prevailed in 1854 upon the || try from Savannah to Charleston has been moist- 
coast of Georgia and Florida, people went from || ened with the blood of men from this very region 
the adjoining towns—from Darien and St. Mary’s, || who have won a reputation in history. 

to Brunswick as a place of refuge; and there || Mr. IVERSON. That is a long time ago. 
they were safe from the epidemic. It has no || Mr. BUTLER. 1 know there are those who 
marshes; it has no fresh water emptying into it;no || think anything that happened a long time ago 
alluvial deposits, no local cause for sickness. It || is not worth their attention. The Senator says 
has all these advantages, and then it has the || people have gone from the neighborhood of Port 
advantage of interior communication with the j 
upper part of Georgia, Alabama, and Tennessee. || rial, for health. He contradicts himself. They 
With her river, and her canal, and her railroads || live there, and yet go up to his country to get 
now in process of construction, she will have || health! ‘They never die whilst they live at Port 
easy access to all the interior of Georgia, Ala- || Royal, and he has seen them up in his <r 
bama, and Mississippi, as well as Florida and | looking forhealth. [Laughter.] Allow me to tell 
Tennessee; and thus she can have abundant sup- || him, that when his people want wives they come 
plies sent to her at any moment, not only for the | down there to find them. I could rive instances; 
equipment of a fleet in she way of provisions, but || and I believe alliances of that kind have turned 
men and munitions of war, and other things || out well. I recognize in my friend from Georgia 
necessary in case of difficulty and danger when || on the other side, [Mr. Toomss,] something like 
that port may be attacked by a foreign enemy. || an alliance with South Carolina, and I hope he 
She has all these advantages, and then she has |) will not repudiate that at any rate. 

also the advantage which Senators opposed to!) When the British retreated from Charleston 
this bill have vaunted so much about other |} and Stono; when Savannah, in the Senator’s own 
places—an internal water communication. It is || State, was taken by Mad Campbell; when Howe 
not pretended that Port Royal can ever have an |) retreated on the 26th of December, 1778, he was 
|| met by the gallant Laurens. He made atrial of 


situation. Can that be said of Port Royal? 
| 


r 
ta 


interior land communication, because back of her || 
is nothing but a continuous sea of swamps over || his skill, and is he to be spoken of as a degen- 
which no railroad can be constructed; and the || erate man down in the swamps of South Caro- 
only communication she can have with the in- || lina? Before he would recommend even Moultrie 
terior is by the way of Charleston on the one || to make a contest at Toosahatchie, he exposed 
side and Savannah on the other. So has Bruns- || his own person with his men. 

wick internal communication inside of the islands || Does the gentleman know that the Pireus in 


running up the coast to Savannah and Charleston, || Athens was the most remarkable for shipping? 
as well as down to St. Mary’s and Jacksonville || If the Senator does not know it, I will get hima 


in Florida. Port Royal has no advantage over | 
Brunswick in this respect. 


map. Since he is so critical on the subject of 


against Port Royal or any other place, and that 
is, that she is in this bill. This bill establishes a || 
depot at Brunswick. It has passed the House || Athens. 
of Representatives. It requires only the sanction || were swamps in the neighborhood. 
of this body to become a law. Therefore, if we || 


southern Atlantic States. If you substitute Port 
Royal or any other place for Brunswick, I ven- | 
ture to say the bill would be lost; you will not 
get fifty votes for it in the House of Representa- || success. 
tives. No such bill can pass that House; at this || 
Session at least. No amendment of this bill will || Let the result be arrived at in peace. 


but I forbear, 


selection of any other place will be a defeat || Carolina and Georgia. 


bill contains Brunswick, and has received the | if there be any. 


Royal to his region of country, from time immemo- | 
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| all the facts connected with the case for the in- 


telligent judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall get a vote on 
this subject. We have a special order now—the 
Army bill. I have been waiting and desiring to 
call it up, with the hope and expectation that we 
should have a vote on this measure and dispose 

/of it. I believe this is the third day it has occu- 
pied our attention; and I hope gentlemen, by 
common consent, will now allow us to vote on it, 
and decide the question. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have something to say 
before the vote is taken, and I design to say it. 
When I remarked the other day, Mr. President, 
in the discussion on this question, that Great 
Britain had seven navy-yards, I was particular in 
specifying Great Britain, and to some extent I 
aes them—Woolwich, Deptford, Portsmouth, 
and others. I know, of course, that Great Britain 
has stretched her long arm throughout the earth, 
and there is not, from the Oronoco river, through 
the Antilles, to the far distant Bermudas, a rock 
on which a gun can be planted or a standard 
reared, where she has not established herself; 
but I have yet to know that there is any construct- 

|ing navy-yard for the immense navy cf Great 

| Britain, out of her own dominions, where a single 

shaft of an engine is cast or manufactured. On 
the contrary, I believe, it will be ascertained by 
investigation, that her immense navy is con- 
structed at those seven yards alone, and through- 
out the earth she has merely coal depots and 
rendezvous for her ships at large. 

There is much in the remarks of the Senator 
| from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] with which I en- 
| tirely concur. It makes no difference whether 
| we have more numerous yards than the wants of 

the service demand elsewhere, if we want a yard 
between Pensacloa and the Chesapeake. I have 
always thought we wanted such a yard, and I 
have so maintained uniformly. Atthe same time, 
I admit that some of our yards ought to be dis- 
pensed with. The public interest demands that 
they should be dispensed with. When we view 
the points where those yards have been situated, 

'and look at the circumstances attending their 
establishment, it should caution us how we reck- 
lessly provide for another yard without all the 
necessary information before us. If we had pro- 

|, ceeded with caution, should we ever have estab- 
lished the yard at Memphis? [It was a mere 
political piece of trickery to obtain a few votes; 
| and after we had expended vast sums of money, 
|| we found ourselves unable even to get rid of it by 

a donation to the city of Memphis. Should we 

ever have established the yard at Kittery, where 





|| geography, I will inform him that the Pireus was 
Brunswick has one overwhelming advantage || distinguished in some respects for the very — 

tions which he has made to Port Royal, and they 
were not considered as worthy of weight in 
It was no objection to Greece that there 


| Ihave not said one word against Brunswick, 
vote for this bill, we can get a naval depot in the || except that it was an unexplored country, and to 
some extent that is the case. I might ridicule it, 
I have no taste for that; though, 
if I attempted to do it, I might do it with some 


I hope gentlemen will allow the vote to be taken. 
I do not 
succeed in the House of Representatives. The || wish to aggravate this contest as between South 
I shall survive all the 
of the object we have in view. Then, as this |! rivalry that has subsisted between those States, 
I All I ask is, that the bill may 
Sanction of the House of Representatives, and || be reconimitted, so that the committee may report 


they have nine months winter and three months 
cold weather for their mechanics to work? 
Should we have ever established one at the city 
of Philadelphia, where they have to excavate the 
earth for almost every vessel that comes into it? 
Our yards have not been well chosen, and it is 
because we have proceeded without the proper 
preliminary steps. : 
I have no objection to Brunswick. I will cheer- 
fully vote for a naval rendezvous at Brunswick, 
| if you give me the information to satisfy me that 
that is the most suitable point. I have no such 
information. The discussion before the Senate 
shows us that we are withoutinformation. The 
very documents produced here are somewhat 
discordant. Much reliance has been placed in the 
report of the House committee on investigation 
| of the commission of naval captains twenty 
| years ago. Those naval captains were engaged 
'on their survey about three months, and they 
extended to every port between the Chesapeake 
'and the Dry Tortugas. What reliance can be 
placed on that survey? Is it not a notorious fact 
that they reported only seventeen feet of water 
over Port Royal bar, when a new channel, three 
‘fourths of a mile wide, has just been developed 
with twenty feet of water? Here is the report of 
the Coast Survey—there is no denying it: 


| 
| 
| 


*‘ During the progress of the Hydrography of ‘ Martins’ 
Industry,’ a channel unknown to the pilots, and unnoticed 
by the last authority, was developed, and, I think, may 
fairly be claimed as a discovery by the Coast Survey. The 
| most authentic and recent chart of this locality was made 
| a few years ago by Captain Bythwood, of Beaufort, South 
| Carolina; he gives no indication of the channel referred 

to, nor is there mention made of it in any of the coast 
| pilots. This channel lies between ‘Martin’s Industry 
| shoal and the southeast breakers. The old east channel is 
| two miles to the north of it, and the main or south channel 

twe and three fourths miles to the south and weetward. 
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Through the ‘southeast’ or Coast Survey channel there is 
adepth of twenty feet, at mean low water, with an average 
width of three fourths of a mile.’’ 


> ES 





When an examination was made by the naval 
captains, this channel was not known. They 
ravi the best information at that time, which was 
that there was a depth of aeoventeen fect of water. 
Now that the channel is marked out, we have 
twenty feet of water at low tide. In the same 
report we find, from tidal observations made 
throughout the entire work, that the mean rise 
and full of the tide is seven feet, the spring tide 
nine feet, and the neap tide five feet. According 
to this very showing, therefore, Port Royal has 
at the mean rise of the tide twenty-seven feet of 
water. This is the showing of the Coast Sur- | 


| 
i 


vey. 

Nir. TOOMBS. Where to? How high can | 
you carry that depth? That has been the point. 
Evi rybody admits the fact of there being deep 
enouch water at Port Royal. It was mentioned 
on the tirst day of the discussion; but where do 


you carry that height of water? How far up do || 


you carry it? That isthe point of the case. 
" Mr. MALLORY. In answer to that I will re- | 


self. The naval officers who made the survey of 


La36, speaking of Port Royal Sound, say: 


ficiently deep and capacious to accommodate 
the largest fleets; but, like all the ports south of the Ches- | 

«, nbors under the disadvantage of having a bar placed 
at ifs entrance.” 





The water on that bar they put down at seven- | 
teen feet. It turns out to be twenty feet at low | 
water, and the sound is capacious enough for the | 
fleets of the world. } 


1 


from the beginning to the end, that there is water 
on rer} th 


it ; but the question is, can you carry | 
! 


eaufort, being the only place where it is 
there proposed to have a navy-yard? ‘There is 
no more than thirteen feet water at that point, 
and-no new channel has been discovered around 
those thirteen feet. 
Mr. BUTLER. I hope the gentleman from | 
Georgia will not require me to make a declaration | 
on that point more than once. Here are the | 
lines, showing not only one, but four points 
—the option of four points, not confined to one | 
istand—where there are thirty feet right at the 
blulf, 
Mr. MALLORY. I hear now, for the first | 
time, @ proposition to establish a navy-yard at | 
Beaufort. 
Ur. BUTLER. I never heard of it before. | 
Mr. MALLORY. I never supposed that we | 
could have a navy-yard at Beaufort. A man | 
must have a very faint idea of the requirements 
of a navy-yard to think so. I say there is a bay | 
ut Port Royal sufficiently capacious for the fleets 
of the world, and the entrance into that bay is 
twenty feet deep, rising, at high water, to twenty- 
ven feet. ‘That is not only enough for sloops- 
of-war or frigates, but large enough for every | 
line-of-battle ship we have in the service. It is 


if up to 


BOUTM 


as good a harbor as is required for any ship. | 


The Coast Survey officers may have made a | 
mistake; I do not say they are infallible. All I | 
ask is, that we may have an opportunity for | 
examination. 

} have made the motion to recommit the bill, | 
not because | am opposed to Brunswick, or any | 
particular spot. I wish, at this day, twenty 
years after these mistakes were made, to organ- | 
ize a commission, if you please designate the | 
rank of the officers, or at all events call on the | 
ixecutive Department to lay before us authentic | 
information on which we can act; and then, I 
presume, there will be no difficulty in selecting a | 
proper spot. 

‘The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] | 
observed, that if we did not get this bill we 
should get nonavy-yard. If gentlemen are will- 
ing to establish a navy-yard at the South, on the 
ground that it is required for national purposes, | 
why wul they not vote for it at some other point | 
as well as at Brunswick ? 

Mr. 1VERSON. Allow me toexplain. I did | 
not mean to say we should never get a navy- | 
yard; but I meant to say we should not get one 
at this session unless we passed this bill, because 


an amendatory bill will be lost in the Louse of 


Repir sentatives. 
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Mr. MALLORY. My proposition is not to | 
rét it through at this session, but to organize a | 
commission that can give us results on which we 
can act definitely; and, take my word for it, | 
when Congress shall be advised where this yard 
ought to be, those gentlernen who are now espous- 
ing Brunswick will cheerfully vote for the best 
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pass it in the face of information 
decide the location differently. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Sew 
considers it very remarkable that the bill should 
now be sought to be referred, after the committes 
have once reported upon it. I know the Senatos 
from New York is not familiar with the manne. 


which would 


ARpD} 


inner 


Te- || Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iverson,] I believe, 
fer to the authority quoted by the gentleman him- || 


Mr. TOOMBS. As to the bar, there has never || required for fortif 
been a dispute or conflict. It has been admitted, 


the Union. I have no local preference whatever; || House of Representatives at the last moment of 
I am willing to vote for Georgia to-morrow; but, || the session. I sought to get the committee to- 
as the chairman of the Naval Committee, having || gether. They were otherwise engaged on Public 
seen millions of dollars wasted in the establish- || business, and could not mect. A pressure was 
ment of yards, 1 will not consent to establish one || brought to bear, and a maj “ 
blindly whgn there are points staring us in the || should report the bill; but i 
face that we ought to investigate. | those very Senators reserved to themselves tho 
There is a pee osition in the bill before the || privilege of voting against it. They were will. 
Senate to esta ‘lish this yard at Blythe Island. | ing that the sense of the Senate should be taken 
That is another objection to me. Why are we || on the bill, but they did not stand committed to 
chained down to one particular spot? Why || its support because it was reported. It was ro. 
should we take Blythe Island? We have no map || saad because we could not meet in the com. 
from the Coast Survey office which tells us the || mittee room, in order to take the sense of {} 
extent of Blythe Island. The commissioners || committee upon it; but it was not the deliberate 
refer to Blythe Island as containing some hundred || judgment of the committee that the bill as pre- 
acres. It may contain several thousands. The || sented was right, or ought to be passed. 
Mr. RUSK. I have but a few words to gay. 
I think the argument is pretty well exhausted, | 
We have no map before us from the || have listened to it, and have examined the papers 
| Coast Survey, and we do not know whether || that came here, and I am satisfied of two or three 
another position, eminently better and more ap- || things. In the first place, there ought to be a 
proachable than Blythe Island, may not be found || naval depot on the southern coast of this country; 
exactly in that vicinity. At all events, it will || and, in the second place, Brunswick presents a 
Strip the opportunity from those who possess || suitable place for such a depot. The en of 
Blythe Glad, to place a price on it at their own || Representatives have passed a bill establishing 
option. I would not hesitate as to the price. || one there; it was reported by the Committee on 


| | ; 
site, whether in Georgia or in any other State of | in which the bill came here. It came from the 


ority agreed that we 
know that some of 


1e 


is under the impression that it contains four thou- 
sand acres. 





j 5 . = aay a 
|| After we have selected the spot the price is | Naval Affairs last year; and it is now sought to 


nothing. Of course, millions of dollars will be || recommit it to that committee, which is very 
tifying a navy-yard; I would not |} unusual. On that motion we have had a three 
regard that as an objection. The necessity of || days’ debate. The committee can do no more 
fortifying it as a matter of course will exist; | than get the very facts that have been before us, 
and place the navy-yard where we may on the || and have been read on both sides, perhaps half a 
southern coast, it must be fortified. || dozen times. I have no reason to believe that 
A sloop-of-war, as we all know, draws seven- || the Committee on Naval Affairs desire a refer- 
teen and a half feet of water; a frigate draws || ence of this bill for the purpose of killing it, and 
| twenty-three and a half feet; a line-of-battle ship || I make no such insinuation or charge; but this 
draws from twenty-five to twenty-six and a half || much I do say; that, in all probability, if it goes 
feet. ‘These are the draughts of the heaviest ships || to the Naval Committee, strongly opposed to this 
that are now known. Any one of them may || measure as they seem to be, it will there be de- 
enter Port Royal, according to the information || tained long enough to defeat the action of the 
now before us, For what purpose do you estab- || Senate at the present session. Under these cir- 
lish a Coast Survey office, unless you rely on it? || cumstances, I shall vote against the reference to 
When they send you this information, why do || the committee. 
you establish a yard where confessedly a line-of- 
atite ship cannot enter? 





I regret to see this controversy growing up 
between southern men in regard to an improve- 
‘The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] says || ment at the South that is very much needed. We 

frigates only are used in defense of ourcommerce. || have a long line of unprotected coast. I have 

l admit that frigates would generally be used in | heard it very frequently said that all these pro- 

that way; but is that a reason why we should || tections were thrown North, and none of them 
discard this advantage? ‘The verycommissionto | South. Here is the first proposition for the 
which allusion has been made placed their ground || defense of that section in this way. The State 
of selection on the depth of water and access as | of Georgia has been asking for this defense for a 
the first point. ‘They say particularly, ‘‘ depth || long time. It has taken the necessary means to 
of water, and ease of access, being objects of the || procure the information on which Congress could 
first consideration;’’ and because they did not || act; and here a controversy arises, not in refer- 
find a depth of water sufficient at Port Royal, || ence to passing any appropriation of this charac- 
they decided against it. We have shown that || ter, but a controversy between two places at the 
they were mistaken. Why castaside thisinform- || South. I have no hostility whatever to Port 
ation? | Royal. There are other places where navy-yards 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] has || are put nearly as close together as Port Royal 
spoken of the health of this region. He cannot || and cae are. There are other places on 
discredit his own witness. The very commission || the southern coast where navy-yards ought to be 
to which he has appealed say, in their report: | established; and whenever a case comes as this 

“The absence of a fresh water river and marshes seems || does before me, where there is a necessity for an 

to insure as great a degree of health as in any of the south- || improvement of this description, and where the 
ern harbors. || place named is a suitable one, I shall vote for it. 
That is stated in the document which the Sen- || T shall vote against the reference of this bill to 
ator has read—his own witness—and we are not || the committee. 
to be told that the want of health is an objection. Mr. BROWN. [have no intention to interfere 
The Senator from Georgia |Mr. lverson] says || inthiscontroversy between Port Royal and Bruns- 
if the bill shall be referred again to the committee, || wick. It is a very pretty little fight as it stands. 
it is their design to make it sleep the sleep of || It would be cruel to mar it in any way. If the 
death—in other words, to kill it. I hope it will || interest in it could be kept up, I do not think I 
sleep the sleep of death, if the yard ought not to || should vote on either side; but as that must flag 
_ be established there, never to be resurrected. If || after a while, I am prepared to vote. I rise now to 
the House of Representatives has passed a bill |} put in a caveat in favor of a point in my own State, 
without due information, or against the interests || which, after having listened to the arguments pre 
of the country, I will, so far as my efforts are || and con. in favor of Port Royal, Brunswick, and 
concerned, see that it does sleep the sleep of || Beaufort, I see, i alias advantages over 
death. I have no preference for Beaufort, orany || all of them. It has greater depth of water, is 
other port, but | want the yard established where || entirely free from all swamps, has the greatest 
the interests of the country, according to the in- || abundance of fresh water—enough to supply the 
formation before us, demand that it should be |} navies of the whole world, and then is sur- 
established. My objectis not to kill the bill—itis || rounded by the best navy-building timber, I un- 
that we may carry it through with all the proper || dertake to say, that there is on this continent. 
information; butif you pass this bill now, you || As evidence of it, the French Government withiu 
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last few years have drawn from that coast, 1 

exactly how much, but, certainly, 
yeral hundred thousand dollars’ worth of naval | 

oe | know one man alone, who filled a con- 





tne 


do not know 


a of $40,000. The timber skirts the immedi- 
. shore, Which is unobstructed by any swamps, 
and is as entirely free from disease as any south- 
“vy jatitude can be. I have heard no objection 
ped against any one of these points, which is 
"1 avoided by simply locating the navy-yard at 
Ship Island, where the whole British navy—so 
much of it, at least, as hovered on the Gulf 
eoast—lay at anchor in 1814, nearly the. whole 
winter of that year, and immediately preceding 
the battle of New Orleans, tn perfect security, 
when the whole country was a wilderness; when 


had been done to improve it, and it was in a state 
of nature, a8 It 18 yet. 


° é 3 | 
[ simply give notice that, while I do not intend | 


to interpose this point between these ports, yet || advantages? 


when you come to construct the number of navy- 
yards which de vastly extended coasts require 
you should have, I shall by-and-by, if I still 
remain in this seers ask some attention to this 
int. It has the deepest water, in my opinion. 
have not consulted the surveys as to all the 
points, but I believe it has the deepest water to 
be found anywhere between the mouth of the 
S:. Lawrence and the mouth of the Rio Grande. 
[know that in all other respects it is vastly su- 
perior to any other place that has been named. 


There is no swamp from the very edge of the | 


water as far back as you choose to go; up to the 
Tennessee line it is free from all swamps, lagoons, 
aod every other natural obstruction. The whole 
shore is fringed with live-oak, and immediately 
back of it are pine trees—I should not like to say 
exactly how high they are. The Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Butter] said, the other day, 
e water at Port Royal was as deep as anybo 
wanted it to be. 
any one could want them to be. 
come to establish navy-yards at different places, 


I simply desire to file a caveat in favor of Ship | 


Island. 

Mr. EVANS. 
the Senate with any remarks of mine now, if the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] had confined 
himself to what was the legitimate object of dis- 
cussion; but he has traveled out of his way to 
speak unkindly, as it seemed to me, of as respect- 
able a portion of the people of these United States 
as exists anywhere; and he hasspoken, too, with- 
outany knowledge of the subject about which he 
was speaking. 

Mr. l[VERSON. Allow me to make an ex- 
gern I did not distinctly hear the Senator, 
jut other gentlemen tell me that he said I traveled 
out of my way to speak unkindly of Port Royal. 
Certainly the Senator misunderstood me. My 
remarks were merely playful, not intended to be 
serious. I thought he, or any other gentleman 
of ordinary sense would so understand them. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, Mr. President, I pass over 
that. I concede that there should be a naval depot 


I probably.should not trouble | 


| the necessary information ? 
the Senate that Drunswicl 


| for it; but within the twent 
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\| question is, when we are about to establish one, 


where it ought to be? In the first place, have we 
Is the survey which 
was made twenty years ago sufficient to satisfy 
k is the best place which 
If it is, of course they will vote 

y years, and very re- 
cently, there have been other developments in 
reference to this matter, resulting from further 
examinations made by the Coast Survey, which 
give it a very different complexion from that pre- 
sented by the survey made in 1836. It is ascer- 
tained that the entrance to Port Royal sound is 
twenty feet deep. Nowhere have I seen it pre- 
tended that Brunswick has more than eighteen 


can be selected ? 


y 
} 
i 


| feet, and the tide at the two places is about the 
not a spade had ever been applied, and nothing || 


same; so that, in any event, the harbor of Port 
Royal has a greater depth of water by two or 
three feet than Brunswick; and that is a matter 
of some importance. Has Brunswick any other 
If it has, they are yet to be devel- 
oped. The survey made thirty years ago says: 

“*The channel then runs south and southwesterly, and 
making &@ short turn to the northwest, we arrive at the 
town of Brunswick, insignificant at present, but destined, 
we believe, through her railroad and canal, to future im- 
portance.”’ 

This was twenty years ago. What progress 
has been made with their canal and their railroad | 
I do not exactly understand; but the parties I 


\| have heard say that within twenty years they had 


ybody || 
Our pine trees are as high as | 


When you | 


| made a railroad that is completed about twenty- | 


five or thirty miles. As to the canal, I suppose 
that is yet to be begun. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. The canal connects the Alta- 
maha river with Brunswick. 

Mr. EVANS. I am only going on the inform- | 
ation before us. 7 

Mr. TOOMBS. The canal is nearly finished. 
You could not have been about there lately, and 
your sources of information are not very good. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, sir, itis conceded thatthe | 
entrance into Port Royal is better than into Bruns- 
wick; but the Senators from Georgia say that 
if you get inside, over the bar, there is no place 
indicated where you can establish a naval depot. 
Why, sir, the recent surveys show that there is 


| an average at Port Royal, and within three miles 
| of the town of Beaufort, of about eighteen feet 


| of water. 
| up Broad river, which empties into Port Royal 





on the southern Atlantic coast, and the only ques- || 


tion is, where should thatdepot be located? Beau- 


fortriver and Port Royal sound have been exam- | 


ined; they have beenexamined recently. All the 


information of any consequence which ~~ have | 


in relation to Brunswick was obtained upon a 


survey which was made twenty years ago. Ac- | 


cording to the examinations made recently, that 
is not to be relied upon. What confidence would 


re place in a survey which represents Blythe | 


sland to have some hundred acres of land? If it 
has only some hundred acres, which I understand 
to mean about one hundred acres, then | suppose 
that (which I have a strong suspicion is the tryth) 
it was bought after this survey was made, for 


Speculative purposes; and you will not get it for | 


one dollar less than the $200,000 which the bill 
appropriates. The Senator from Georgia said the 
other day it was worth from one totwo hundred 
dollars an acre. Why, sir, but for the location 
of a navy-yard there, it is not worth ten dollars 
an acre. I never saw it; but if it is at all like the 
rest of the coast, it is a sand-bank on the water 
side and a marsh on-the land side, ard that land 
1s wholly unfit for cultivation, and intrinsically 
hot worth ten dollars an acre. 

I do not doubt that a very convenient navy- 
yard might be established at Brunswick; but the 





Taking the other branch and going 


sound, it **has a wide channel with an average 


| depth of five fathoms as high up as the northeast 


branch, a distance of twenty-nine miles;’’ so | 
that when you get over the harbor you have a 
navigation up to Broad river, which narrows as 
it advances into the country to five fathoms in 


| depth, for a distance of twenty-nine miles, and 


you have nearly fourteen miles of Beaufort river, 


| where I have no question a dozen points may be 
| found where this naval depot may be located, and 
| where sufficient fortifications, if they are neces- 


sary, may be constructed. 

As to the health of the place, the gentleman’s 
own book, that he swears by, says Beaufort is 
as healthy a location as any on the sea-coast of 
the southern country. Itseems to me, Mr. Pres- 
ident, we ought not to establish this navy-yard 
until we are sure we can put it in the best loca- 
tion. 

Mr. BIGGS. 


I only rise for the purpose of 


giving notice to the Senate that, if the pending | 


motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs does not prevail, I shall propose an 
| amendment to strike out the words ‘* on Blythe 


Island, on the coast of Georgia,’’ and insert: 

At some proper point on the Atlantic coast between the 
capes of Virginia and the capes of Florida, to be determ 
ined, after careful investigation, by a board of five compe- 
tent naval officers to be appointed by the President of the 
United States. 


Mr. TOUCEY stated that he had paired off 
with Mr, Suiwe ct. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, 
on the motion to recommit, resulted—yeas 13, 
nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Brodhead, 
Butler, Dodge, Evans, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Pugh, Reid, and Yulee—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, 
Benjamin, Bigler, Brown, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Green, Hale, Houston, Iverson, James, Jones of lowa, 
Nourse, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, Wel- 
ler, Wilson, and Wright—37. 
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Mr. BIGGS. I offer this amendment: to strike 


out the words ‘on Blythe Island, on the coast 
of Georgia,’’ and to insert: 


At some proper point on the Atlantic coast betwe en the 
capes of Virginia and the capes of Florida, to be determ 
ined, after a careful examination, by a board of five compe 
tent naval officers, to be appointed by the President of the 
United States. 





Mr. YULEE. I have a proposition of a Sim- 
ilar character, which, if the Senate will permit me, 
I will read, as it will accomplish the same object 
in a different form, and may, perhaps, be more 
satisfactory. I will propose, as a substitute for 
the bill, the following: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is 

hereby, directed to institute a comnussion of five persons, 
to be composed of the Sgperintendent of the Coast Survey, 
the chief military engineer of the United States Army, a 
captain of the Navy of the United States, and a citizen of 
each of the States of Seuth Carolina and Georgia, who 
shall proceed to select the most suitable location for a 
navy-yard on the Atlantic coast, between the Chesapeake 
bay and the cape ef Florida; and that the sum of $10,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the expenses 
of such commission. 
And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$200,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the 
commencement of the buildings and other improvements 
required for naval uses at such place as may be selected 
under the provisions of the first section of this act: Pro- 
vided, A site suitable for the purpose can be purchased for 
a sum not exceeding $10,000. 


Sec. 2. 


Under this provision the appropriation for the 
commencement of a navy-yard will be made. 
The object, therefore, of all will be accomplished 
who think—and among them I number myself— 
that a navy-yard is needed between the Chesa- 
peake and the capes of Florida. Whilst it pro- 
vides certainly for the accomplishment of that 
object 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 'The Senator will allow 
me to ask what is the question? The gentleman 
is proceeding to argue an amendment which he 
proposes, at some time or other, to offer; but, if 
[ understand it, the only question before the 
Senate is the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Biges.] Am I 
right ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
before the Senate is on the amendment of the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I submit that that can 
be the only subject of discussion now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator make the point of order? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make the suggestion. 

Mr. YULEE. I have read an amendment 
which I suppose will be preferable to the one 
which is offered, and which therefore may be a 
reason why the Senate may not adopt that, but 
wait until I offer this one, and adopt it in prefer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Florida is entirely in order. 

Mr. YULEE. As I said before, by this amend- 
ment we shall have a certainty that the navy-yard 
will be located at the best points and how will 
that assurance be obtained? We shall have, 
through the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, 
an assurance that the depth of water will be un- 
derstood; through the chief military engineer, 
whom I propose to place on the board, a certainty 
that the facilities for fortification wil be observed 
in their decision; by an officer of the United States 
Navy, that all which pertains to naval affairs will 
be considered; by a citizen of Georgia and of 
South Carolina, that all local considerations will 
he properly regarded. You have thus constitut d 
a perfect, fair, and impartial commission, whi h 
will decide definitely, certainly upon the best loca- 
tion. Why shall this not be done? Is it not cer- 
tain that there is at least doubtas to the propricty 
of the location? Gentlemen all admit that there 
is better waterat Port Royal, and the only point 
on which they raise a question is as to the prob- 
ability of finding within the bay of Port Royal a 
suitable location for a navy-yard, or as to the 
healthfulness of the place. ‘| have shown, on the 
one hand, a probable ground for believing that 
there is a suitable location, and on the other hand, 
the Senators from that State declare there are 
locations of perfect healthfulness, There is, there- 
fore, sufficiently probable ground to insist on It; 
and if a doubt exists, undoubtedly the public in- 
terests, as well as the sectional interests whit h 
may be concerned in this bill, would dictate an 
opportunity for a proper by an 
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ination. I hone that the amendment which I have 
sugested will be considered as a substitute. If 
it suits the Senator from North Carolina, I hope 
he will adopt tt in lieu of his own. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Lobject to the amendment of 
the Senator from North Carolina, because it 
mercly provides for what has been done. We 
have had a commission, and have had their re- 
ort. fT object to the proposition of the Senator 
ie Florida; and if it comes before us I shall 
move to strike out Georgia, because it 1s a ques- 
tion with which neither South Carolina nor Geor- 
gia has any more to do than the other States. It 


. - ! 
is a question relating to the public defense. 


Georsia has no personal interest in it. She de- 
sires No part in it; she will take none in it on that 
ground, | advocate this bill Because of its national 
importance. The Senator from Florida says 
his proposition will ce rtainly starta navy-yard. 
I do not think that even amounts to a violent 


probability. By his proposition we defeat Bruns- 
wick, and that is the only certain thing about it. 
‘Tat is, I presume, the only certain thing in- 
tended by it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I can assure the Senator from | 
Georgia that it is not my purpose to defeat Bruns- 
wick. [introduced the amendment for the pur- 
pose of arriving at the best site which can be ob- | 
tained. If there is not to be another examination, | 
afier what we have heard here, I shall certainiy | 
vote for Brunswick: but when we are making so | 
large an expenditure, prospective in its charac- 
ter-—gentlomen speak of it as amounting to sev- 
eral millions of dollars—I think we ought to act 
with a great deal of care, particularly after the 
controversy that has been made here between 
gentlemen as tothe proper location. For that 
purpose | introduced this amendment. I ask for 
the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—Me Bayard, Biges, Bigler, Brodhead, Butler, 
Clay, Dodge, Cvaus, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Reid, 
and Vulec i4 

NAY Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Ben 
jamin, Brown, Collamer, Crittenden, Fessenden, Fish, 
TPitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Green, Hale, Houston, 
Jverson, James, Jones of lowa, Nourse, Pearce, Pratt, 
Rusk tian, Seward, Toombs, Wade, Weller, Wilson, 
and Wrizlht—30 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BUTLER. I do not know what is the 
parliamentary usage on the point to which I de- 
sire to call attention; but I know that as to pri- 


vate bills we have the right to ask for the with- 
drawal of the papers on which they are founded. 
1 do not wish to vote on this bill in its present 
aspect, when the resolutions of South Carolina 
are not to be considered. I desire, if it is proper, 


to move that they be returned to the delegation 
from that State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion 
is not now in order. It will be when the bill 
shall have been dispost d of. 

Mr. YULEE. Although not identical with 
the proposiuon that has been offered and voted 
down, the amendment which I suggested is some- 
what similar, and I will not put the Senate to the 
trouble of voting on it, unless some of the gen- | 
tlemen who voted in the negative on the former 
amendment would prefer this. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third ume, and passed. 


PAY OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Curtom, their Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a bill (H.R. 
No, 782) to increase the pay of the officers of 
the Army. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the spe- 
cial order, the Indian appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 


next special order after the bill which has just | 
been disposed of, is the bill (S. No. 491) to in- 
crease the pay of the officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes. 
Mr. WELLER. 
tives have to-day passed a bill increasing the pay 
of the officers of the Army. I ask that that bill 
may vow be taken up for the to ee of being re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 1 | 
shal! net ask for the aetion of the Senate on the | 


The Chair || 


will inform the Senator from Virginia, that the || 


| the House bill. 
The bill (H. R. No. 782) to increase the pay 
of the officers of the Army was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
FURNITURE FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 
Mr. GEYER. The bill (S. No. 131) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to approve the 
accounts of the marshal for the district of Mis- 
souri for furniture provided for the use of the 
district court of the United States for said dis- 
trict, at the April term of said court, held at St. 
Louis, in the year 1854, has been returned from 
the House of Representatives with an amend- 


ment, which I ask may be taken up and concurred 
in. 


The amendment of the House of Representa- | 
tives was to add the following as an additional | 


section: 


the Interior be directed to pay to the marshal for the district 
of Indiana the account of Messrs. Weaver & Williams for 
furniture purchased for the use of the clerk’s office of the 
district court for the district of Indiana, not exceeding the 
sum of $108: Provided, That in each case proper vouchers 
be presented 3”’ 


and to add to the title of the bill: 


And for the allowance and payment to the marshal of the 
distriet of Indiana for the account of furniture for the office 
of the clerk of the district court for the district of Indiana. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
CHARLOTTE TURNER. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. No. 399) for the relief of Mrs. Charlotte 
Turner, have instructed me to report it back, and 
to ask that it be passed at once. It is merely to 
correct an error in the numbering of a section of 


| land by a surveyor of the United States, which 


on a resurvey has been found erroneous. 
The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the Senate without amend- 


ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third | 


time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 614) | 


making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1858. 

The first amendment of the Committee on 


Finance was to add to the appropriation for pay | 


of superintendents and agents the following pro- 
viso: 


Provided, That at the discretion of the President all dis- 


| bursements of moneys, whether for annuities or otherwise, 


to fulfill treaty stipulations with individual Tadians or In- 
dian tribes, now or hereafter to be appropriated for such 
objects, shall be made in person by the superintendents of 
Indian affairs, to all Indians or tribes within the limits of 
their respective superintendencies, in the presence of the 
local agents and interpreters, who shall witness the same 
undersuch regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
direct. 


Mr. HUNTER. The object of this amend- 


ment is to secure greater certainty in the disburse- | 


ment of the moneys appropriated for the Indian 
service. It is suggested to me that the amend- 
ment explains itself. Then I shall say nothing 
more, 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand the 


object is to secure payment with greater certainty, | 


and I desire a word of explanation from the hon- 
orable Senator. The local agents are presumed 
to be, and ought always to be, in the neighbor- 
hood of the tribes for which they are agents. 
When it is required that the superintendents of 


| the tribes shall be present at all the payments 


within the limits of their superintendency, I 
should suppose that very often there would be a 


| failure to pay; sometimes these tribes are situated 
at a considerable distance from each, and all of | 


them, perhaps at a sull greater distance from the 
office of the superintendent. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will explain the object of 
the amendment. Originally, when the Indian 


|, bureau was attached to the War Department, the 
The House of Representa- |! 


security we had for the proper disbursement was 
that the paymaster paid out the moneys, and he 
paid them out on rolls furnished, and in the pres- 
ence either of officers of the Army or of Indian 
agents. When it was transferred—and it was 
done very hurriedly—from the War to the Interior 


treaty stipulations with various | 
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| bill which I reported until we shall have acted on ] 




















| happens that there is no white man there e 


. ‘| ents to disburse on pay rolls to be furnished )y 
See. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the Secretary of || : 
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en? 
Department, the securities which existed Under 
the old practice were not provided. As the mes 
ter now stands, the Indian agent receives tj... 
moneys and disburses them; and althouys ae 
required by the reculation of the Departme; 
a white man shall be a witness, it son, 


HAL jg 
it thar 
Umes 
some one whose expenses he has paid to wity,.. 
it—some trader, perhaps, who may be casyaljy 
there. Onconsultation with the Department with 
regard to what would be the best method 
vide against infidelity on the part of the 
it was.suggested that this would be best.” |; ; 
an approximation tothe old practice. The amend. 
ment is to allow the President to require the 
superintendent to make these payments. We ¢, 
not make it peremtory, because there may |p 
some occasion when the system cannot be coy. 
menced at once; and therefore it is left in the dis. 
cretion of the President to send the superintey 


Degg 


to pro- 


agents, 


the agents. Then the local agents have no tey). 
tations to disburse improperly. They counter. 
sign the vouchers, and we carry out the system 
which has been heretofore pursued so well in {hyp 
War Department in the disbursement of the pubjic 
moneys at distant points. Otherwise, in fier, 


| we have no security atall. The only security we 
| have, is the character of the local agents now; 


this will give a check. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. When the pay. 
masters of the Army paid out these moneys the 

reat security was that these officers could be 
Groves to account for any want of fidelity or 
any want of attention in the proper discharge of 
their duties. I do not see that you have any 
greater security in requiring the superintendents 
to attend to these payments than you have in re- 
quiring the local agents to attend to them, unless 
it be for a reason; and if that reason exists, it is 
sufficient for making this change. 

Perhaps there may be some security in requir- 
ing the superintendents to be present when dis- 
bursements are made to the various Indian tribes, 
But the tribes may be scattered at great distances 
from each other, so that it may be difficult for 
the superintendent to attend to this matter. 
There may be an object for this change, and if 
that be the true one, lam not certain in my mind 
that this is an adequate remedy for it. Tie rea- 
son to which I allude is the want of proper habits, 
character, and fidelity in our Indian agents. If 
that be alleged, it is important that we should 
resort to some step in order to prevent frauds and 
irregularities in the disbursement of moneys to 
the Indians. It seems to me, however, that the 
true remedy is to appoint no Indian agents or 
sub-agents who are not to be relied upon as men 
of known character and acknowledged fidelity. 
It is the last place where we ought to send inef- 
ficient or unreliable men to represent the interests 
of the country, and preserve peaceful relations 
between the Government and the Indians. 

If the fact be that there is a distrust of the gen- 
eral ability and fidelity of our Indian age‘ts it 
may be well to resort to some security of this 
description; but I insist that it does not reach the 
security which the Government had when these 
payments were made by an officer who could be 
court-martialed and punished by being cashiered 
and losing his place for any want of fidelity, or 
any want of obedience to the instructions under 
which he was ordered to make payments. ‘This 
amendment may individualize the responsibility. 
Probably it would be some security. 

We know frauds have been committed, and 
sometimes annuities have been improperly paid 
and have not reached the real beneficiaries 10- 
tended by the Government and by the treaties 
under which those annuities were paid. If this 
is an adequate remedy, if the honorable Senator 
from Virginia has considered it sufficiently, and 
the head of the Interior Department and the Pres- 
ident of the United States think this an import- 
ant remedy, I shall make no objections to the 
amendment. 

It seems to me, however, that it does not g° 
far enough. The amendment refers, I perceive, 
to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior 
in imposing réguiations. ‘That may be relie' 
upon to some extent. In other respects, I see it 
is left to the discretion of the President of the 
United States. Ido not know to what all this 
may lead. The honorable Senator will see that 
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s in the character of the appointees 
onsible places of Indian agents, and 
yinion that some further securities are 
ro insure the faithful payment and dis- 
of these moneys. [ should like to 
vor the honorable Senator’s investiga- 

ve gone to such an extent that he is able 
ether or not there is a want of reliabil- 
r corps of Indian agents on the frontier 


wnsay W 


-\.. [{UNTER. Itis not the purpose of the 
tee on Finance in proposing such an | 


{ . ? 
iment, to cast any slur on the Indian agents. 


. same class at former times; but it 1s 
that the temptations to fraud are very 

« under the present practice. The Indian 
_in fact, to some extent, makes the estimates 
akes the disbursements of the presents and 
‘vities he furnishes the witness; indeed, you 
y say, he is his own witness. Although we 
furnish certain security against frauds, or 
improper application of the funds, yet, after 
sultation, we furnished the best that could be 
-rested without increasing the general expense 
‘the fadian department. This costs nothing 
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jement is, that there is not sufficient se- | 


:. pas | know,as aclass, they would compare | 
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superintendents in the Pacific territories 
| Washington and one in Oregon, to have one 





superintendent there, and establish another super- 
intendency in Utah. We shall then have super- 
intendents enough, as I am informed, to dis- 
charge the business which we propose to require 


| of them. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, that it might 
be well to regulate the traveling expenses at- 
tendant on superintendents performing this duty. 
Unless this be done there will be claims here- 
after. The amendment should state the mileage 


| to be allowed for traveling a given distance, and 


everything else which is necessary. The recu- 


'| lations of the Department will not be sufficient 


\| ents for money and goods. 


on this point without the sanction of law. 

Mr. HUNTER. There isa difficulty in devis- 
ing a whole system. This is a commencement, 
and will be an improvement. With regard to the 


| matter of transportation, I inquired, and was told 


that there would be a saving of expense in that 


| respect, because the local agents come now to the 


more. Ltis left to the President, if he should find || 
istent with the wants of the Indian depart- 

ment, to send the superintendents to the agencies, 

sod wey are to make the payments in the pres- 

; file agent, who will furnish the pay-roll. 

We thus have a cheek of the one man watching 


djeother. In the other case we have nocheck upon 
tie agent if he should prove to be unfaithful. It 
docs not follow that we are casting reflections 
: any class of public officers, because we pro- 
securities which are usual, and which have 
fore been resorted to when the system was 
der better regulations. 


u 


yu 


| will say to the Senator that the increase of | 
the expenditures of the Indian department has | 
n such that, tosome extent, they have alarmed | 


me. | have looked anxiously around to see what 


en 
eu. 


ject; and among other things I found—in which 
the head of the Department concurred with me, 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs agreed 
with me, as well as others whom I consulted— 


‘itmight be a valuable protection to require || 


| cretion. 


superintendents, and get money. You have to 
provide escorts for each of them; and there would 
be fewer escorts to provide, and the traveling 
expenses would be actually less, if we sent super- 
intendents to the agencies, because one escort 
would do for each, than if we fo!lowed the present 


system, which requires escorts for most of the | 


local agents who come down to the superintend- 
j In regard to an abso- 
lute limit, I should not know how to fix it. We 
should leave it where it now is—to executive dis- 
They now provide an escort for local 
agents, and their expenses. They will be the 
same for superintendents, and there will be fewer 
escorts, and the expense wi.l be less under this 
system than under the other, as I am informed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I doubt whether it will im- 

rove the system in any particular unless there 
is some definite action taken upon this point. It 
may remain in the discretion of the head of the 


| Department to make such allowance as he may | 


the means, if any existed, for retrenching || 
We ought to act intelligently on the sub- | 


witnessed by the local agents. It will not hurt || 


t 
the superintendents to pay, and let the payments | 


superintendents to be sent among the tribes | 


and witness their condition and wants. It may 


operate usefully as a check in another respect, | 
of the superintendent over the agents in the dis- | 
cliarge of the duties which are proper to the local | 


azenis. 


‘| do not say that this amendment is perfect, | 


but it is something; it is an advance towards a 


than we now have. 
the local agents are worse now than they were, 
that they do not compare well with the class 
iat formerly existed; but it is certainly better to 
ve this check than not to have it. 


{ consulted in regard to this matter the head 


or 
¢ 
t 
} 
ao 


the Army, the better and more secure it will be. 


egestion that we propose to use the superin- 
ident where the paymaster was formerly used, 
dwe then have the one as a check upon the 


ompra_ 


Cian affairs,’’ to insert ** where superintendencies 
exist.” There are many places where they do 
hot exist. 
to this modification. 

Mr. HUNTER. I accept it. 

Mr, RUSK. How many superintendents of 
Ndian affairs are there now ? 

Mr. HUNTER. 
wil be some amendments offered by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, which I think will 


system which may promise us some more security | 
I do not mean to say that | 


ther, 
Mr. RUSK. I propose, after the words “ shall | 
be made in person by the superintendents of In- || 


ofanother Department, for whose experience and 
oputons [have great raspect. He said to me, 
tie nearer you can assimilate the system of In- | 
dian disbursements to that which is practiced in 


is in some measure in accordance with that | 


I suppose there will be no objection | 


Seven or eight; but there | 


Enable us to send superintendents to all the tribes. | 


ere are enough to do the work, | understand, 
' properly distributed. The Committee on In- 


dian Affairs will propose, instead of having two_ 


think a fair compensation, and in that way it 
may be beneficial. 
leave their posts unless there be some urgent ne- 
cessity for it, which is not the case now. They 
were very often in the interior of the country, 
and not residing at their agencies. ‘They make 
it a matter of convenience entirely, to claim an 
agency, derive their salary, and withhold their 
attention from their duties. I know such has 


Indian agents ought never to | 


GLOBE. 


, one in | 
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extent of covering the Indian against imposition, 
restricting agents from the exercise of corruption, 
and purging the Departments of men who are 
deemed not very fit ornaments of society, and 
who are sent off as a kind of honorable exile, 
profitable to themselves and their friends. I want 
no more of that. The Indians should have good 
moral men amongst them—men of character, 
men whose example they may imitate with ad- 
vantage, and men who will have an influence in 
pacificating their disposition towards the whites, 
and obtaining a control over them. That can be 
done by upright men, not by profligate and aban- 
doned ones, as are sometimes sent; but men who 
will make their mark that the Indian may follow; 
so that when he walks in the white path he may 
not walk in darkness or pursue vice. ‘They are 
too apt, indeed, to adopt the vices of the white 
man without his virtues; and one reason is, that 
they are furnished with an example of vice while 
virtue is withheld. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I do not think there 
is any prospect of getting through with this bill 
to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us vote on this amend- 
ment, and then we can adjourn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 26, 1857. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie Watpo. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question before 
the House wags the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine {[Mr. Futter] to reconsider the vote by 
which the consideration of House bill No. 187 was 
postponed until December 20th last. Upon that 
question, Mr. [utter was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maine to give way to me a moment, that I 
may appeal to the House to set aside two days 
for the consideration of territorial business. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. If the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will listen to me a moment, I 
will indicate to him the motion I propose to make, 
which will perhaps relieve the House from the 


Pra yer 


consideration of the pending question. 


been the case, and I have no doubt it is so at this | 


very moment. This is an evil which ought to 
be guarded against. If this amendment is in- 


tended to curtail the expense incident to the ad- | 


ministration of that Department, I am perfectly | 


| willing to agree to it; and if it will give any fa- 
cility to extend justice to the Indians and pay | 
their annuities promptly, | shall be gratified at | 


| to do great ‘justice to the Indians, and pay them | 


that. 
Annuities are withheld from the Indians, and 


they sell off the certificates that so much is due | 


from the Government. The money remains in 
the Treasury of the United States, the agent not 
calling for it, but granting them certificates. The 
Indians, dceming this paper valueless, traffic it for 


mere nothing in the various stores and trading- | 


houses in the nation. 
ated and lying in the Treasury; the agent does 
not call for it, and it is not sent. The Indian 
receives nothing but this valueless paper to him. 
A system of swindling, for the last forty years, 
to my certain knowledge, has been conducted in 
the Indian department. [am not speaking with 
reference to the Commissioner here, for | have 
high respect for the present Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. I think him a gentleman of 
integrity and marked ability, with a disposition 


| fairly, according to the intention of the Govern- 


ment, in the right manner. He stands forward 
as a safeguard to their rights when attempts have 


been made, not only to invade them but to des- | 
troy them, and defraud the Indians out of every | 


cent of the annuity that was appropriated by the 
Government. 
on the head of the Department of which his 
office is a bureau. 

I shall be glad to see any system adopted which 
can prevent these abuses. ‘lhisamendment may 
prove beneficial to some extent. Iam willing to 


see ! 


The money is appropri- | 


| 


| 


I intend no reflection on him or 


PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. KELSEY. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. 1 ask the House to dispose of the case of 
Joseph L. Chester. 1 understand that he is now 
ready to answer the questions to be propounded 
by the Speaker. 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the witness is in the keeping of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, and he will be presented at the bar of the 
House unless otherwise ordered. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms then reported Joseph 
L. Chester at the bar of the House, with his 
answers, in writing, to inquiries ordered to be 
propounded by the Chair on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER addressed Mr. Chester as 
| follows: You have been presented at the bar of 
the House, by its order, to show cause why you 
have failed to appear before its committee, in 
obedience to its summons; and by order of the 
Ilouse the following interrogatories are to be 
addressed to you, to which your answers are to 
|| be in writing and under oath: 

‘* What excuse have you for not appearing before the 
|, select committee of this House, pursuant to the summons 
served upon you on the 14th instant? 

* Are you now ready to appear before said committee, 
and answer to such proper questions as shall be put to you 
|| by said committee ?”? 
|| The Sergeant-at-Arms presented the answers 
|| in writing of Mr. Chester; which were read by 
the Clerk, as follows: 

To the Honorable the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives of the United States: 


To the first interrogatory propounded to me, under the 
resolution of the House of the 24th instant, [ respectfully 
answer: That in departing from this city the day after 
having been subpenaed to appear before the committee, I 
neither entertained nor intended any disrepect whatever to 
the committee or to the House; but that having made ar 
|| rangements, before the service of the subpena, to Ivave tor 
|; my home in Philadelphia, on private business of emergency, 
|| after having been absent for a period of six week-, f could 
|| not, without great detriment to my o vn affairs, postpone 
| my visit. I had every reason to believe that the committee 


t adopted, and should be glad to go the full || would yet be in session some days, and not having read the 
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subpena carefully, nor observed the clause requiring me 
not to depart without leave, and presuming that my appear- 
ance before the committee on Monday morning at furthest, 
would be in sufficient time for their purpose, [ left, an 
nouncing to Russell Frisby, Jr., with whom 1 board, my 
intenuon to return the next night, if possible, so as to be 
before the committee even on Saturday. Indeed, 1 did not 
imagine, under the exigencies of my own private affairs, 
that it was absolutely necessary that | should appear betore 
the committee on the exact day; and had not the recent 
storm intervened, | should have been of my own accord, 
before the committee on Monday last, without the services 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms. That officer, [ am sure, will bear 
me witness, that | evinced no dispesition, either by habeas 
corpus or otherwise, to evade the arrest, or @ return to 
Washington. So occupied was I with my business at home, 
that I did not even read or hear of the proceedings of the 
House in my case until late on Saturday, the 17th, when I 
went quietly to my home, and remained with my family 
awaiting the arrival of your officer. From all which, [trust 
that your honorable body will attribute to me no disrespect 
nor disposition to avoid its mandate. 

T'o the second interrogatory L answer, that I am entirely 
ready and willing to appear and answer. 

JOSEPH L. CHESTER. 
City of Washington, D. C.: 

Joseph L. Chester, of the city of Philadelphia, being duly 
gworn, doth declare and say, that the facts set forth in the 
foregoing answer are true, to the best of his knowledge and 
belict JOSEPH L. CHESTER. 

Sworn and subscribed to this 26th day of January, A. D. 
1857, before me, Z. K. OF FUTT, J. P. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I move that Mr. Chester 


be discharged from custody, the answers to the 


Interrogatories being satisfactory. 

Mr. TYSON endeavored to get the floor to 
submit a similar motion, but the Speaker recog- 
nized his colleague. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. IT have not heard dis- 
tinctly the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My motivn is, that Colonel 
Chester, the respondent at the bar, be discharged 
from the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms, the 
answers to the interrogatories being entirely re- 
spectful and satisfactory to this body. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 1 had misunderstood 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
I thought that he put in his motion a condition 
on which Mr. Chester was to be discharged. My 
opinion is that, on our receiving the answer, the 
party should be discharged unconditionally. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

~Mr. Chester was thereupon discharged from 
the custody of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Understanding, 
Mr. Speaker, that the bill which [ spoke to on a 
former occasion, establishing collection districts 
of the United States, and designating the ports 
of ¢ niry and ports of de livery, comes up in order 
to-day for the action of the House, and inasmuch 
as many gentlemen, members of the House from 
the more important commercial points of the 
country, have been busily engaged in looking at 
this bill since the subject was called up, and de- 
sire further time to examine it with a view of 
perfecting it, and being myself of opinion with 
those who take an interest in this bill, thatits pro- 
visions can be better matured and perfected by 
having ume to look into its details, and prepare it 
in a mannerace ptable to the House, when action 
will be called for, I will move, for the purpose 
indicated, that the further consideration of the 
question be postponed till Tuesday week. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Not ‘Tuesday 
wet k. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I was going to move 
for Monday, but Lam aware that that is a day 
on which many centiemen desire to make mo- 
tions. 

Several Memaers. Make it Monday. 

Mr. FULZLER, of Maine. Well, in accord- 
ance with the suggestions of gentlemen around 
me, | move to postpone the further consideration 
of the subject ull this day week. 

‘The mouon was agreed to. 


TERRITORIAL 


Mr. GROW. [I desire to submit a motion, if 
the House will hear me a moment. Two of the 
three days set apart last week for the considera- 
tion of territorial business were consumed in the 
business of the special investigating committee. 
l ask the House now to fix two days for the con- 
sideration of that business. I propose to-morrow 
and next day for that purpose; and if there be any 
objection, [shall move to suspend the rules. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to modify his motion, 
and to take thisday and to-morrow. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I object to the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have no 
objection to legislate properly for the Territories; 
but I am unwilling to appropriate any more ume 
by special orders for any other business, until the 
tariff is taken up and disposed of. We can de- 
vote time to every other subject where money is 
to be squandered, and stave off the tariff until the 
session is ended, while the people are taxed by 
the tariff until we have thirty millions of dollars 
surplus in the Treasury; and yet the subject is not 
so important as to prevent anything else from 
taking precedence in thisbody. I shall object to 
everything that I can, until we attempt at least 
to diminish the taxes now unjustly wrung from 
the people. 

Mr. GROW. It is entirely immaterial to me 
what two days the House takes.’ Any day that 
will satisfy a majority of the House will satisfy 
me. [should as soon have Friday and Saturday 
as any days. 

Several Members. Well, make that motion. 

Mr. GROW. Let me ask the House to do 
this. It seems that there is no objection to have 
two days set apart. Let the rules be suspended 
by general consent, and then the majority can 
vote upon the days. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to that. 

Mr. GROW. I move to suspend the rules, 
and will modify my motion, so that Thursday 
and Saturday of this week shall be set apart for 


| the consideration of territorial business. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will substitute Monday and Satur- 
day for Thursday and Saturday I will go with 
him. Monday is always an unprofitable day. 

Mr. GROW. In moving Thursday and Satur- 
day I adopt the suggestions of friends around 


me. I tried last week to have Monday and Satur- || 


day set apart for the purpose I have indicated, 
and gentlemen know with what success. I adhere 
to my motion as it now is. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest that the 


gentleman take two days that follow each other. | 


Next Friday is not objection day, and why not 


| take Friday and Saturday? 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to that. 


| There are on the Private Calendar some private 


bills which ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. CARLILE. Is not next Saturday private 
bill day ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CARLILE. 
amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the proposition is 
to suspend the rules for its introduction. 


Mr. CARLILE. 


It is. 
Is the motion now open to 


tion. 

Mr. GROW. Let the rules be suspended, and 
then gentlemen can submit their amendments for 
the House to decide between them. 

Mr. CRAIGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken, and it was decided in | 


the affirmative; there being, on a division—ayes 


| 130, noes 33. 


| tion of order. 
| such purpose. 


BUSINESS——SPECIAL ORDER. || 


So the rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 
in the afhrmative. ) 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
resolution be amended by adding the words ** pro- 
vided that Friday shall be objection day.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
objection, and rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move, as an amendment, 
that instead of Thursday and Saturday the days 
shall be Thursday and Friday. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move, as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, that the days be Friday 
and Saturday, and now call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CARLILE. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. _ 

Mr. CARLILE. I move that the whole sub- 
ject be laid upon the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. McMULLIN. | appeal to the gentleman 





I am unwilling 


> . } 
from Pennsylvania to make the days, as suggested 


SS ne 


If the gentleman will take | 
to-morrow and next day, I will vote for his mo- 


I rise to a ques- | 
The rules were suspended for no | 
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'| by the a 
| gentleman from Geo 
alien rgia, Saturday and 


| Mr. CLINGMAN. The rules were suspend 
|| for the introduction of the resolution as i; 7 - 
|| the gentleman cannot modify it. The an 
amend it. ae 
The previous question was seconded: 
main question was ordered to be put, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded 1 
yeas and nays on Mr. Ciineman’s amendme “4 
On a_ division, there were—ayes 29, nate 14 ; 
Mr. MILLSON demanded tellers on i, 
and nays. — 
Tellers were ordered; and Messys. Wrici 
| of Tennessee, and ALBRicuT, were appointed.” 
The House was divided; and the tellers ; 
| ported—ayes 37, noes 128. e 
So the yeas and nays were ordered, (one fifth 
| voting in favor thereof.) 
The question was taken; and it was decided ip 
the negative—yeas 63, nays 123; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8, } 
Bocock, Branch, Burnett, Lewis D. Campbell, ¢ 
| Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. bh 
| Comins, Craige, Cullen, Cumback, Dick, Dowdell, Baie’ 
Edmundson, Elliott, Faulkner, Flagler, Garnett. Good % 
|| Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Houston lew’ 
} ett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller 
|| Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, Powel) 
Puryear, Ricaud. Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Savage, Simmons’ 
; Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Tajhoi’ 
|| Thorington, Thurston, Valk, Wells, Winslow, Danie} p’ 

Wrigit, and John V. Wright—63. P 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Pall, Barclay, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bowie 
Boyce, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame’ 
James H. Campbell, Join P. Campbell, Carlile, Bayard 
| Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Cragin, Damreil 

Davidson, Jacob C. Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, English, Ether. 
idge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Granger 
Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
| Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, 

Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs 
| ton, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, King 

Knapp, Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Alexander K. Mar. 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Mott, Murray, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Robison, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Shorter, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stewart, Stranahan, Taylor, Todd, Tratton, 
Trippe, ‘Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
Zollicoffer—123. 


So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. BENSON stated that Mr. Perry was in 
| the House at the commencement of the day’s 
|| session, but that, in consequence of the sickness 
of his family, had been obliged to leave, and had 
requested him to state that fact to the House. 
ir. RIVERS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
SNEED, was confined to his room by sickness. 
Mr. KEITT stated that Mr. Brooks was absent 
on account of sickness. 
|| The question recurred upon the motion to 
‘| amend by substituting ‘* Thursday and Friday” 
| for ** Thursday and Saturday.”’ 


and the 
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The question was taken, and it was not agreed 
to. 
The original resolution of Mr. Grow was then 


| agreed to. 

| Mr. GROW moved that the vote by which the 
| 

| 

| 


| resolution was adopted be reconsidered ; and also 
| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 

Assury Dickins, their Secretary, stating that the 
| Senate had passed bills of that body of the fol- 
|| lowing titles: i 
|| An act to increase the salaries of the judges ol 
| the circuit and criminal courts of the District o! 
|| Columbia, and for other purposes; 
| _An act to incorporate the Washington Paper- 
|, Mill Company; 
|| An act incorporating the Granite Manufactur- 
| ing Company of Washington city; 
| 





An act incorporating the Metropolitan Me- 
' chanics’ Institute for the promotion of manutac- 
tures, commerce, and the mechanic arts; 

| Anact supplementary to‘ An act to organize" 
institution for the insane of the Army and Navy 


| all « 
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jof the District of Columbia, in said District,”’ 
and v tn 
d March 3, 1855; 


\n act to authorize the Commissioner of Pub- 
Buildings to remove obstructions frem certain 
PUL Es i ‘ . . 

—e ond avenues in the city of Washington, 


sit 


to prevent trespasses on the same; 
- to revive and extend the provisions of 
- entitled ** An act to revive and extend the 
visions of an act passed on the 24th of May, 
1204, entitl d ‘Anact for the relief of the repre- 
- of John Donelson, Stephen Herd, and 
> approved June 23, 1836; and 
\na - the relief of John H. Wheeler. 
ilso, that the Senate had passed, with an 
sondment, a bill of the House for the relief of 
eyreties of Daniel Winslow. 
“Iy all of which he was directed to ask the con- 
nee of the House. 


INCREASED PAY TO ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. QUITMAN. ILask the unanimous con- 
ont of the House to report from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and to put upon its passage, 
an act to inerease the pay of the officers of the 
Army. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Mr. QUITMAN. 
rules for that purpose. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
yeasand nays upon that motion, 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 desire to have the bill read 
in reference to Which we are called upon to vote 
fora suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is not yet before 
the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. .The bill may be read by 
unanimous consent. 

No objection being made, the bill was read. It 
provides that from and after the present fiscal 
year the pay of each commissioned officer of the 
Army, including military storekeepers, shall be 
increased twenty dollars per month; that the 
commutation price of officers’ subsistence shall 
be thirty cents per ration; and that the Secre- 
tary of War be authorized, on the recommenda- 


\ 


I object. 
I move a suspension of the 


I call for the 


tion of the council of administration, to extend | 
the additional pay in said bill provided to any | 


person serving as chaplain at any post of the 
Army. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
139, nays 50; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Allison, Barbour, | 


Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Ben- 


nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bowie, Boyce, | 


Branch, Brenton, Broom, Buflinton, Burlingame, James I. 
Campbell, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Comins, Covode, 
Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Jacob C. Davis, Dean, Den- 
ver, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler, Flor- 
ence, Henry M. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Robert B. Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Hodges, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 


B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, | 


Kelly, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knox, Lake, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell. Mc- 


Carty, Killian Miller, Millson, Millward, Morrill, Mornson, | 


Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, 


Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, | 
eade, Ricaud, Rivers, Rob- | 


Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, 
bins, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, 
William Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 


Watkins, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, {| 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. | 


Wright—139. 


NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Bocock, Bradshaw, Burnett, | 


Lewis D. Campbeil, Carliie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 


W. Cobb. Colfax, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Dodd, Dowdell, | 
Dunn, English, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Houston, Jewett, | 
George W. Jones, Kidwell, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, | 


Mace, Samuel 8. Marshall, McMullin, McQueen, Morgan, 


Murray, Nichols, Phelps, Powell, Ruffin, Sabin, Savage, | 


Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, 
laibott, Tappan, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Watson, and John V. Wright—50. 


Sothe rules were suspended, (two thirds voting 


in favor thereof.) 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BENSON stated that Mr. Know.Ton was 
detained from the House in consequence of sick- 
hess, 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Che question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, : 

Mr. QUITMAN said: Mr. Speaker, as this 


bill has been some time before the House, I have 


} Cumback, Damrell, Jacob C. Davis, Dean, 


| Hendley S. Bennett, Bingham, 


| Morgan, Murray, Nichols, 
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no doubt that it has been considered by all the 
members individually. 1 feel itmy duty, in view 
of the pressure of business before the House, to 
eall the previous question, 

Mr. LANE. 1 will appe al to the 
from Mississippi to allow me the privilege of 
offering anamendment. Ido “ot desire to defeat 
this bill; but I appeal to the # 


rentleman 


entleman to allow 
me to offer such an amendme:'t to this billas will, 
in my judgment, greatly improve and perfect it, 
and make it such a bill as will do full justice to 
the officers of the Army. 

Mr. QUITMAN. My answer to the gentle- 
man from Oregon is, that there is no member of the 
House whom [ would more readily oblige than 
him; but I cannot withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. KENNETT. I ob 

Mr. LANE. One word more. [Loud calls to 
‘“‘Order!’’] Then I hope the House will vote 
down the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill be laid on the tab! 

The motion was not arreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be encrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was read the 
third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. SAPP moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


ject to debate. 


I move that the 


Mr. CARLILE called for the yeas and nays | 


on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken;and it was decided in 


| the affirmative—yeas 1305 nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Allison, Barbour, 
Bell, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, 
Branch, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Cadwalader, James 


| H. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, ChatYee, Bayard Clarke, 


Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Comins, Covode, Cullen, 
Denver, Dick, 
mn, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, Ether 
idge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Mlagler. Henry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Hodges, Hoifman, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knox, Lake, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marsiiall, Matteson, Maxwell, Me 
Carty, Killian Miller, Millson, Millward, 
Morrison, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Gliver, Parker, 
Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Rust, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Wil 
liam Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Thor 
ington, Thurston, Todd, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Wakeman, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 


Dickson, Edie, Edmund 


Florence, 


' Rl as 
Moore, Morrill, 


Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
NAYS — Messrs. 


Albright, Ball, Barclay, Barksdale, 
Boyee, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Burnett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Da 
vidson, Day, Dowdell, Dunn, English, Grow, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, Kidwell, Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Samuel 8. Marshall, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
*helps, Powell, Ruffin, Sabin, 
Sandidge, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, Stanton, Talbott, Taylor, Trafton, Trippe, Wade, 
Waldron, Watson, Wells, Whitney, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—62. 


So the bill was passed. 
Pending the call, 


Mr. McMULLIN said: I am willing to vote | 


for an increase of pay from the captain down- 
ward. I vote **no.”’ 
Mr. BOCOCK said that if he had been present 


when his name was called he should have voted | 


‘no.’ 


Mr. QUITMAN moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 


latter motion was agreed to. 
HOUR OF MEETING, ETC, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
day next be made objection day, and that on and 


'| after Monday next the hour of meeting of this 


House shall be eleven o’clock, a. m. 
[Cries of **Oh, no!’’ 
tions.’’] 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


I move to sus- 


pend the rules that I may introduce that resolu- | 


tion. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 
divisible ? 


Will the resolution be 


Elihu B. | 

| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, 

| Williams, Winslow, Wood, 
Danie! B. Wright—130. 


I move that Fri- | 


‘* Separate the ques- | 


477 


rhe SPEAKER, lt will be then divisible. 

he question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to suspend the rules. only sixty-five mem- 
bers—not two thirds—voting in favor thereof, 

REPORT OF THE JAPAN EXPEDITION, 

Mr. PENNINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which wag 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be 
instructed to ascertain, and report to the ELouse, the reason 
why the full number of the first volume of Commodore 
Perry’s Expedition to Japan, published by order of the 
House, have been distributed to only a portion of its mem 
bers. 


MILITARY ROAD TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DENVER. lIask that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of Senate bill (No. 
337) for the construction of a military road from 
some point in the State of Missouri, via Great 
Salt Lake City, to Carson Valley Settlement, on 
the eastern portion of the State of California, and 
for the establishment of military posts and sink- 
ing of wells thereupon, and that it be taken up 
for consideration at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. DENVER. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER, It can only be read by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. KEITT. I object to its reading. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the 
rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 81, nays 89; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, 
sishop, Bliss, Bowie, Brenton, Broom, John P. Campbell 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Clawson, Clingman, 
Comins, Cumback, Damrell, Denver, Dunn, English, 
Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Jewett, Kelly, Kennett, Knox, Lake, Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshall, MeCarty, MeMutlin, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Rob- 
bins, Sapp, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Thorington, Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Watson, Welsh, Wells, Williams, Woodworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—sl. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barksdale, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett. James 
H. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cragin, Davidson, Jacob 
C. Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Durfee, Edmundson, Emrie, Garnett, Goode, Grow, J 
Morrison Harris, Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Houston, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
McQueen, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Pike, Powell, 
Pringle, Purvianee, Puryear, Ricaud, Rivers, Roberts, Rob 
ison, Ruffin, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Simmons, 
Stanton, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Un- 
derwood, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, [sracl Washburn, Watkins, Wheeler, Whit- 
ney, Wood, Woodruff, and John V. Wright—89. 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the rules were not suspended. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Sippey Wessrenr, his 
Private Secretary, notifying the House that he 
had approved and signed bills of the following 


| titles: 


An act more effectually to enforce the attend- 
ance of witnesses on the summons of either House 
of Congress, and to compel them to discover 
testimony; 

An act for the relief of John P. Fleming, of 
Augusta, Georgia; and 

An act to authorize the legal representatives 


| of Pascal L. Cerré to enter certain lands in the 


State of Missouri. 
DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PETTIT, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on the Library, reported back 
Senate resolution No. 38, respecting the distribu- 
tion of certain public documents; which was 
ordered to be read a third time; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

NW r. PETTIT moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the resolution was passed ; and also moved 


| to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 








— . - - 


GEORGE CASSADAY. 


Mr. BALL. After the House has so liberally 
provided for the officers of the Army, | hope they 
will now afford relief to a poor soldier of the late 
war with Mexico. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House be discharged from the fui- 
ther consideration of a bill (H.R. No. 484) for 
the relief of George Cassaday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of George Cassaday, of Ohio, on 
the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, to commence on the 28th of August, 
1847, and to continue during his natural life. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
and in pursuance of previous notice, introduced 
a bill for the relief of certain actual settlers and 
cultivators who purchased land subject to grad- 
uation within the limits of the Choctaw cession 
of 1830, at a less rate than the true graduated 
price under the act to reduce and graduate the 
price of the public land to actual settlers and cul- 
tivators, approved 4th of August, 1854; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, by unani- 
mous consent, and in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill to incorporate an insurance 
company in the city of Washington; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

These bills were introduced and referred with 
the understanding that. no motion to reconsider 
should be made in regard to their reference. 


HEIRS OF ELIJAH KING. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the unani- 


mous consent of the House to introduce a bill 
for the relief of the wife and children of Elijah 
King. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I have objected to this bill 
since my entrance into Congress, and I object to 
it now. 

The bill was read for information. After re- 
citing that one Elijah King, an emancipated slave, 
died recently in the city of Washington, seized 
and possessed of real estate in said city, of con- 


} 


| pend the rules I call for the yeas and nays. 


| 
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| consume the time of the House by reading them. 


‘| I move a suspension of the rules. 


unanimous consent. 


| objection be made. 


| Cadwalader, James OH. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
| Chafiee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Howell 


|| Knapp, Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. 


siderable value, leaving a wife who is a slave, | 


and also two sons, Bayliss King and Thomas 
King, also slaves; and it being doubtful whether 


said wife and children can, by reason of their | 


condition as slaves, take and hold said real estate 
in inheritance, in which event itis believed that 
the said real estate is vested in the United States; 
and it being represented that the owners of said 


slaves are willing toemancipate them,and thereby | 


invest them with power to hold said real estate, 
provided the United States will release and vest 
in them the right, title, and interest in and to 
said real estate which may have vested in the 


United States; the bill provides substantially, | 


that as soon as the said slaves shall be emanci- 
pated, the right, title, and interest in and to said 
real estate of which said Elijah King shall have 


died seized, and which shall have vested in the | 


United States, shall vest in said wife and sons, to 
be held, owned, and enjoyed by them—one third 
by the wife, and the other two thirds, together 
with the reversion of the wife’s one third, by 


the said sons absolutely; and that in the event | 


any two only of said slaves shall be emancipated, 
the benefits of the act shall inure to the benefit 
of such as shall be emancipated. If the wife 
alone is emancipated, the said real estate shall 
vest in her absolutely; if two sons be emanci- 
pated and the wife not, it shall vest absolutely 
in said sons; and if the wife and one son be 
emancipated, the wife shall enjoy one half of said 
real estate for life, and the son shall take the other 
half and the reversion of the wife’s half abso- 
lutely; provided, however, that the act shall 
not be construed to affect or impair the legal or 
equitable right, ude, or interest of other persons 
in any such real estate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would remark to 
the House that the wife of the man King men- 


the sonsare grown men. 


1 
| 
| 
| 
tioned in the bill is a very old woman, and that | 


If the papers were read || that it may not be in order for me to submit a 
it would make out a perfect case; but I will not |! motion at this stage; but I have a suggestion to 


allow the papers to be read. I think they do not 
sustain the bill 

Mr. WALKER. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia if this bill has been acted on by a 
committee ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It has not. 

Mr. WALICER. Then it should go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, because it involves 
important questions of law. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I ask that the papers in the 
case be read. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. RUFFIN. I hope the gentleman will | 
| 
| 
| 


They can be read only by 


Objection was made. 
Mr. GARNETT’. Upon the motion to sus- 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the papers are 
read I can vote understandingly. 


The SPEAKER. They will be read unless | 


Mr. SAPP. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
against suspending the rules. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative — yeas 134, nays 33; as fol- 
lows: 


Then I shall vote 


ti 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Albright, Allison, Ball, | 


Barbour, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bishop, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Burlingame, 


Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Jacob C. Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, 
English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Florence, Henry 
M. Fuiler, Thomas J. D..Fuller, Granger, Greenwood, 
Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, arian, Uarrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
floward, Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, King, 


Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mat- 
teson, MeCarty, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pettit, 
Pike, Porter, Purvianee, Puryear, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
aban, ‘Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, 
('nderwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Eliihu B. Washburme, [Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wood, 
Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—134. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Bowie, Boyce, Burnett, Caruthers, Caskie, Craige, Dow- 








| dell, Fauikner. Garnett, Goode, Sampson W. Harris, Hous- 


States to certain property of which Elijah King 


| and nays. 


| o’clock) moved that the House adjourn. 


ton, Kidwell, Letcher, Maxwell, McQueen, Millson, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Shor- 
ter, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Walker, Watkins, and Wins- 
low—33. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds voting | 
in favor thereof.) 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, as follows: 

An act relinquishing the claim of the United 


died seized and possessed, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, upon certain specified conditions. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded the pre- | 
vious quesuon. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question eed to be put; and under the 
operauion thereof, the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WALKER moved to lay the bill upon the 
table; and upon that motion demanded the yeas 





The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. CARUTHERS (at ten minutes after three 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. RUFFIN called for the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. y 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GROW demanded the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am aware, Mr. Speaker, 


Eee 


ONAL GLOBE. 
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|| nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, B 


| R. 


| Purviance, 
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January 26, 
ee 
make. I do not desire to impede the proo-.. 
of this bill; but is there not a day set : a 
the consideration of business of the Di«. 
Columbia? A question presents itself yw), 
escheat recurs to the United States wii|,. 
District of Columbia, or whether it docs . 
to the State of Maryland. Oi 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not ip order 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to have the », 
investigated. 

The question was taken; and it was d 
in the aflirmative— yeas 193, nays 33; 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Be. 


— 


Matter 
QS fy). 


liss, Dra 


Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Cajy-)...’ 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Bayard ¢ 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Coliax, Comins. ¢.» 
Cragin, Cumback, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dox, Du 
Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Emrie, Evans, Pigojo. ¢ 
ence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gy... 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Rotor ; 
Ha!l, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, 'T 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hye 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Kyioy 


Knox, Leiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Huy. 
inp 


| Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Millward, Morgan, 
| Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Paine, Parker, 


Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Prine 
Puryear, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, p 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons. Wy) 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Tiyyrs 
Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Wajlb:ite: 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Etlibu 8 Wash. 
burne, Israel] Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Why, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, a9, 
Zollicoffer—123. sip 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. Benner 
Bowie, Branch, Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R. \’ 
Cobb, Craige, Davidson, Dowdell, Goode, J. Mogrriso, 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Houston, Kidwell, Letcher. 
MeMullin, McQueen, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Piyeip:’ 
Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Ruffin, Sandidge, Shorter, Stey. 
en Walker, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Weel 
—33. P 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, moved to reconsider 


) , 


| the vote by which the bill was passed, and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


| table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Mr. STANTON. I ask the consent of the 


| House to take from the Speaker’s table the joint 


resolution (S. No. 46) for the appointment of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

The rules were suspended, ninety-eight mem- 
bers—more than two thirds—having voted in the 
affirmative. 

The resolution was taken from the Speaker's 
table, and read a first and second time. 

It resolves that the vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, in the class 
other than members of Congress, be filled by the 
reappointment of the late incumbents, Richard 
Rush, of Philadelphia, and Joseph G. ‘Totten, 
of Washington. 

Mr. LETCHER (at three and a half o’clock) 


| moved that the House adjourn, 





The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being on ordering the resolution 
to be read a third time, 

Mr. STANTON moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconde, and Wie 


| main question ordered; and under its operat 


the resolution was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The resolution was then passed; there being, 
on a division—ayes 109, noes 17. 


AMENDMENT OF GRADUATION LAWS. 


Mr. PHELPS. [I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill to amend the 
graduation act, with a view of perfecting 5 
the entries that have been made wider that act 
If objected to I shall ask to suspend the rules © 
enable me to introduce this bill. It is simply !° 
first section of the bill prepared by my f ied 
from Alabama (Mr. Houston] the other Gy: 
Objection was made the other day to the secon4 
section of the bill, and I propose to omit tat 
second section. 

Mr. CRAIGE objected. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to suspend the rules. _ 

And then, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, 
(at twenty minutes to four o’clock, p- m.») the 

ouse adjourned. 
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i| world was not yet prepared for it, but might be 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 


Progress Tvespay, January 27, 1857. | a: on peg ps — —- a \! a ie ee was —— the petition 
; | orig y ay be recognized. conse- || ¢ romas J. Page, submitted a repo scompa- 
Prayer by Rev. Dante Watpo, Chaplain of uence of the recent snow storm I did not receive || nied by a bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of Com. 

the House of Representatives. : | this memorial until the bill upon the subject |! mander Thomas J. Page, United States N sal 

3 The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. passed the Senate a few days ago. I therefore || The bill was read, and passed toa second reading: 
8 PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. present it to the Senate at this time, and express and the report was ordered to be printed. oe 
uty. ALLEN presented the memorial of Amos the belief that the company, oe whose benefit a He also, from the same committee, to whom 

de r yall, George H. Riggs, and others, praying bill has already been passed by the Se nate, will | was referred a petition of seamen and petty offi- 
a hone yet of incorporation for the Columbia In- recognize his rights. Mr. Hubb Hl is a highly | cers on board the steam frigate Missour i, at the 
‘ion for thé instruction of the deaf, dumb, respectable citizen and lawyer of Pennsylvania. | time of her destruction by fire at Gibraltar, s b 
d hind in the District of Columbia; which The memorial presented by him in 1849 is ap- mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 527) 
us { a, yeferred to the Committee on the District pended to the memorial which he now presents. | for the relief of the petty officers and seam: n of 
w ialeasbids. I move that it lie on the table. the late United States frigate Missouri. Phe bill 
p ‘Nt. JAMES presented the petition of James The motion was agreed to. was read, and — » a ee eee and the 

me Young, the petition of Joseph Chace, and the | MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. report was ordered to- be printed, 





iion of Alexander Keefe, Dartmore prisoners 
‘oving the last war with Great Britain, praying 
ar be allowed bounty land; which were referred 
-» the Committee on Public Lands. 
“Mr. WILSON presented the petition of the 
Humane Society of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
gachusetts, praying for an appropriation to aid 
shat association in rescuing the lives of mariners 
and others wrecked upon the coast of the United 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuntom, their Clerk, announced that 
they had passed the following bills: 

A bill (No. 484) for the relief of George Cassa- 
day; and : 

A bill (No. 785) relinquishing the claim of the 
United States to certain property of which Elijah 
King died seized and possessed in the District of 
Columbia, upon certain specified conditions. 


Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Thomas J. Page, praying compensation for ser- 
vices as purser, cabins’ a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief. The bill was read, and 


passed toa second reading; and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


. . > . Mr. INTER asked, and by unanimous con- 
" Pes States; Which was referred to the Committee on The message also announced that the House | sncaniehael ee = oe . : bill (3. No. 53) 
on Com TSK ; i a Cie had passed the following Senate resolutions: _ to amend an act entitled **An act to provide for 
.W Mr. RU SK pre sented a reso ution 0 the Legis- Joint resolution (No. 38) respecting the dis- || the better organization of the Treasury, and for 
Ton lature of Texas, instructing the Pnators and tribution of certain public documents; and the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis: 
BW. requesting the Representatives of that State in Joint resolution (No. 46) for the appointment |) bursement of the public revenue;’’ which was 
Wheeler Congress to ee a a hes Paks we of Regents for the Smithsonian Institution. read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
orth, See of Teams Sake the tare of a United | ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | mittee on Finance. 
Ber tt Gates: which was referred to the Committee on || A message from the House of Representatives, GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 
Mo. . Naval Affairs. The resolution was ordered to be | by Mr. Cutxom, their Clerk, announced that the Mr. EVANS. I submit a report from the 
Let printed. Speaker of the House of Representatives had || Committee on Revolutionary Claims upon a bill 
ry " He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- oe eee bills — renphatians; from the House of Representatives for the relicf of 
v.W, ' ture of Texas, in favor of an act making Corpus | P ee lereupon received the signature of the | Gustavus B. Horner, accompanied by an amend- 
Christi, in that State, a port of entry; which was | resident prolempore: ' m ment in the nature of a substitute. 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. An act tor the relief of C harlotte Turner; Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will be taken 
He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- An act authorizing the estabishmentora navy | yy and acted on at once. I understand it will 
consider ture of Texas, in favor of the establishment of a || depot on Blythe Island, ms Brunswick, on the probably give rise to no debate. 
und also mail route from Brownsville to Austin, in that | Coast of Georgia, and for other purposes; , The motion was agreed to;and the Senate pro- 
| ON the State; which was ordered to lic on the table, and An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
. be printed. fo approve the accounts OF the marshal for tae |) sider the bill (H.R. No. 343) for the relief of the 
TION, Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of district Se tn hes ocut fe lezal representatives of Gustavus B. Horner, 
of ae Philip B. Templeton, praying for compensation ee diets eae at raat er be deceased. . 
ie for services rendered by him in reporting the ae Tcas te a ne 1854+ coe ee i ae The amendment of the committee proposed to 
ment ¢ proceedings on the late trial of Dr. George A. || ' fi ge eon Ao rigs Rabe ih on eiaendbd strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 
Gardiner; which was referred to the Committee || 22°¢ SM¢ payment to the Marshal of the Gist That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
on Claims. of Indiana of the accounts for furl ture el the | and they are hereby, required to settle the account of Gus- 
ae Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I present ¢ ¥S° of the district courtof the district « | Indiana; oe B. Borner, Goueieel, aa a surg: on’s mate o' the gen- 
" the memorial of citizens of New Jerscy, asking ||, 4 tesolution for the appointment of Regents of | eral hospital of the army of the United States during the 
2 am. that an appropriation be made for the improve- Aa ” : are tS : x ies . compensation equal to five years’ full pay of a captain of 
. ment of the inlet of Absecom, and at Great Egg A resolution respecting the distribution of infantry in the service of the United States, on the Conti- 
Gin the Harbor, and Little Ege Harbor, in that State. certain public documents. nental establishment, without interest, which five a 
es The petitioners state that these harbors are of HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. _ sal tn Uae taint Umeandinen oF the ia Gite 
ae great Importance to the coasting trade; that they The following House bills were severally read lorner out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
cal af are now, by a large number of coasting vessels, | twice by their titles, and referred as indicated appropriated ; which payment shall, when made, be in full 
ae used as harbors of refuge; and that they are the | below: ~ of all demands on the United States for the services of the 
a “e only safe and convenient harbors between New A bill (No. 484) for the relief of George Cassa- — fe a ae a : 
R York and Cape May. I ask that it be referred | day—to the Committee on Peusions. . Mr. ee 7 eS ee 
r o to the Committee on Commerce. A bill (No. 785) relinquishing the claim of the et vt eey the eae See saint al ! ac 
It was so referred. United States to certain property of which Elijah others who have been paid under special acts. 
sSadek Mr. CASS presented papers relating to the | King died seized and possessed sn the District ee oe 
claim of Richard L. Gorton for remuneration for || of Columbia, upon certain specified conditions— tO [he Measure has & wae Sappr 4: = cane ea 
injuries received in the military service, and for || to the Committee on the Judiciary. but which did — pass finally, See all 
solution recruiting and maintaining at his own expense a jj REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ear, pg a net eer aan ri scitanah 
company in that service; which were referred to || cee : : ialf pay for life. As that has not been grantet 
; the Committee on Pensions. | Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on | to anybody else under like circumstances, the 
rene He also presented the memorial of Edward C. Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the petition | committee recommend that the whole of the bill 
ce Gallup, administrator of Christian Clemens, an | of Asa R. Ford, administrator of ao na be a ee ee be — d 
ne, and oficer in the Army during the war of 1812, pray- | ee od adverse report; which was ordere fo ee ais ms Ww aa . pail ae . 1 me a a 
’ ing to be allowed his pay and emoluments during | to be printec - 4 , ; . 00 yr Bienes every other Pe rson who _ ) ‘ 
like . time he was a prisoner of war; which was | aa eee _ ogo mea ro poet oe Sereeeee services under any specia 
°! referre j ili “aj airs, vhom was referre 1@ me Phi ot, isis . 
cred to the Committee on Military Affairs. Franklin Buchanan, submitted a report; which | Mr. STUART. What is it that distinguishes 
WS, OCEANIC TELEGRAPH. was ordered to be printed. this individual case from the mass of cases cov- 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to present the He also, from the same committee, to whom || ered by the general bill ? 
consent memorial of Horatio Hubbell, of Philadelphia, | was referred the petition of J. W. A. Nicholson, Mr. EVANS. This was provided for in that 
end t who states that he was the original projector of | submitted a report; which was ordered to be || general bill. In relation to this class of claimants, 
omni the transatlantic oceanic telegraph; that he pre- | printed. ‘| surgeons’ mates, there has been a varicty of 
sented his memorial to the Senate of the United He also, from the same committee, to whom || decisions. Atone time it was allowed, at another 
pn States on the 29th of January, 1849, wherein he | was referred the memorial of Lewis J. Wiliams, || time it was rejected; but so far as my researc!) 
ply Set forth the manner in which an oceanic tele- || submitted a report; which was ordered to be || have gone, in every instance where the claims 
nae graph can be constructed. He says that he first | printed. have been presented to Congress, they have been 
r day. “nnounced and promulgated its possibility, the He also, from the same committee, to whom || allowed, though under the stringency of a rule to 
Cy way by which it could be effected, and the spot was referred the petition of Algernon S. Taylor, 


Where it could be carried through —all clearly 
indicated and set forth in advance of the age, the 
scheme having been pronounced at the time of 
"'s promulgation a piece of madness, except by 
the Hon. Jefferson Davis, then a member of this 

ouse, who said, on its presentation, that the 


submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
|| to be printed. 


| which the Senator from Georgia referred, whicli 
Congress adopted in 1784, that none were to be 
allowed commutation except those who were 


_expressly named. They were excluded at the 
was referred the petition of James McDonnell, | 


Department, and, therefore, it was necessary 
| then, as it is now, to come to Congress. They 
cannot go into the Court of Claims. 
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Mr. STUART. My inquiry was this: the 
Senate refused to grant relief upon a general bill; 
they postponed the bill; if there is anything in 
this case which distinguishes it from the general 
class of cases, that may be considered in this 
bill; but I take it the Senate will not do in detail 
what they refused to do in a lump. 

Mr. HUN TER. I he Senator from Michigan 
LUPPOse ;this isan allowance for half pay for life. 
Itisnotso. It passed the House of Repre sent- 
atives in that shape; | 





; but the committee propose 
to amend it by substituting five years’ commu- 
tation 

Mr.CLAY. This billis certainly an improve- 
ment on the one from the House of Representa- 
tives, That cave half pay for life—this proposes 
to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 


sert instead of it the commutation of five years’ 


full pay; but still the question occurs tomy mind, 
why make an exception of this individual case ? 
According to my understanding of the pension 
laws. hitherto there has been no allowance to this 
cla ‘They were not allowed the commutation 
of full pay under the resolution of March, 1783. 
As far as | i learn, from reading the history of 
that act, It wa never proposed or intended to 
embrace them within its provisions. Neither 
we they embraced within the provisions of the 
res tion of 1780, providing half pay for life. 
Lt , | say, why prefer this individual to all 
others of the same class, and make him an hon- 
orable exception entitled to this bounty which is 
de dto others? Thatis what I wish to know. 
It may be a very meritorious case, and it may be 
one eititled to our sympathies; but I assure the 


Senate, that if they make an exception of this 
rove the precedent for an act here- 
after embracing all that class; and, according to 


kind, it will 


the timate of the Commissionerof Pensions, tt 
will require some $230,000 to satiafy their claims. 
I desire to know what it is that entitles this indi- 


vidual case to a pre ference over all others of the 
BAITTIC ‘ las r 

Mr. EVANS. Tam not aware, Mr. President, 
that there is anything in this individual case 
which entitles it to be preferred over all other 
eases. So far as | know, they all rest on the 
same claim. I take occasion, however, to say, 
that my researches into this matter—and they 
have been very minute—show that when the pay- 
master went to the army to pay them, he paid 
all the surgeons’ mates who were there. They 
were officers of the army. They are not in- 
cluded in a subsequent resolution which enumer- 
ates certain officers of the hospital department; 
but the general resolution of 1780 included all 
officers of the army. They were officers of the 
army. A surgeon was appointed for a regiment, 
and a mate for each regiment. They were sub- 
ject to martial law, and to be tried by courts-mar- 
tial; and they were paid a certain amount of 
money out of the Treasury. 

After these payments had been made, as I 
understand and believe, in January, 1784, Con- 
gress passed another resolution, saying that none 
should be paid except those who were specially 
mentioned; and from that time their claims were 
not recognized at the Department. In the book 
of revolutionary claims there are full reports on 
this subject, with the arguments on the question; 
and half a dozen or more instances have occurred 
in which Congress has recognized their claims by 
passing special acts for their relief. The amend- 
ment now proposed is taken verbatim from one 
of those special acts. 

The Senator from Michigan desires to know 
why this is excepted from the general bill? The 
only reason why they were noticed in that gen- 
eral bill is, that some doubt existed whether they 
were entitled under the law before that time. It 
was for the removal of that doubt that they were 
mentioned in that bill. 

Mr.STUART. Thisis a matter which I deem 
important, and | desire to interpose an objection 
against its consideration this morning. It was 
only reported a few minutes ago, and 1 am not 
willingio consider it now. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this bill be postponed until Friday 
next, at one o’clock. That day is already set 
apart by resolution for the consideration of pri- 
vate bills. It is evident, if these bills are to be 
taken up in this manner, they must necessarily 
consume the whole morning hae Is it not the 
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fact, also, that at half past twelve o’clock there 


is a special ord r? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If I should chance to be 
present when an order of that kind 1s sought to 
be made again, I shall feel my self bound to de- 
feat it by an objection, if I can, if the morning 
hour is to be consumed in this manner day after 
d iy. 

The motion to postpone the bill until Friday 
was agreed to. 


MAIL BETWEEN APPALACHICOLA AND BAIN- 
BRIDGE. 

Mr. STUART. The hour has arrived for the 
consideration of the special order; but the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Yuree] is willing to postpone 
it, so that we can go on with other business. . I 
move that it be taken up and postponed _until 
Friday next, at one o’clock. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan || 


to take up the bill (S. No. 387) providing for the 
rezgular transmission of the mail on route 6842. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STUART. I now move to postpone its 
further consideration until Friday next, at one 
o’el ck, 


The motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL GRAHAM’S REPORT. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Some time during the past 
month an order was made by the Senate to this 
effect: That the whole report of Lieutenant 
Colonel Graham on the harbors of Wisconsin, 
Iilinois, Indiana, and Michigan, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. This was merely for the 
yrinting of the usual number of one thousand four 
jundred copies. It was passed without any in- 
formation on the part of the Committee on Print- 
ing. The propriety of printing five thousand 
extra copies was referred to the committee. The 
committee have looked into the document, and 
under their instruction I now move to rescind the 
order for printing that usual number, on account 
of the peculiar language in which it is framed, 
the uncertainty of the order itself, and its very 
certain heavy expense. Under the instruction of 
the committee, | move to rescind the order, with 
a view to have the resolution reoffered and referred 
to the Committee on Printing, to examine as to 
the propriety of printing it, and to see how many 
copies shall be printed before taking any action 
on it. 

The Secretary read the original resolution; 
which is: 

** Resolved, That the whole report of Lieutenant Colone! 
Graham on the harbors, &c., in Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, 
and Michigan, be printed for the use of the Senate.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. I propose to rescind that 
order, with a view to reoffering the proposition. 
It cannot be reconsidered, because the time has 


-passed within which it could be reconsidered. It | 
was not known by any member of the committee || 


until the time it passed, that such an order had 
been made in the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. 
difficulty ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The resolution says: ‘the 
whole report’’ shall be printed. It is distinctly 
understood that the intention is also to reprint 


the whole of Executive Document No. 77, being | 


the annual report of the same officer for 1855. 


I hold in my hand the report for 1856. The | 


ground on which the reprint of the document 


already printed is asked, so far as I understand, | 


is on account of the number of errors that are 
found in the printed copy. Asa member of the 


committee, I have, with some little pains, looked | 


into these errors; and most of them—many which 


I have examined that were at all material—were || 


crrors which were committed by the original 


draughtsman or his copyist,and not by the pub- 
lic printer. The question, therefore, arises, as || 


none of them are very material, that we can per- 
ceive, whether or not it is best that we should 
first print incorrect copies for officers of the Gov- 
ernment, and hand those printed copies over for 
convenience of their correction, and then print 
the whole of them again? I do not think the Sen- 
ate will conclude that that is a proper course, 
more particularly when it does not appear that 
these errors are very material. 

Under these circumstances we deem it proper 


GLOBE: 





Will the Senator state the | 


| 
|for the Senate to consider whether they <i 
reprint that document or not. There is a rules 
| the Senate which authorizes the order ? 
body of the usual number of any document to | 
lege without reference to the Committee ,.. 
rinting; but that rule does not preclude the Son. 
ate from considering as to the expediency Of inn 
ordering a regular number. The expediency , ; 
ordering the printing of this document the come 
mittee believe ought to be considered before the 
order is made. : _ 

As the time of reconsideration passed befor 
the fact was discovered, we ask that the ord., 
may be rescinded. 

The question arises, under the terms of that 
resolution—* the whole report of Lieutenant (,) 
onel Graham’’—what is the whole of jt? W. 
have part of it already printed. I am satisfied :h, 

| intention was to embrace that part. The com. 
mittee doubt whether that ought to be reprinted 
We have then a report here for 1856, and the 
whole together will make a volume of between 
|| five and six hundred pages. We do not know 
that that is the whole of the report, yet the order 
says the whole of it shall be printed: The order 
having been made that the usual number shall be 
| printed, we are in no condition to ascertain what 
ts to be the cost of even the extra numbers 
|| The whole subject should have been investigated 
before any of the printing was ordered—at leas, 
such is the opinion of the committee. 

We want this subject sent back to us witha 
view to look into it. We impress on the Senate 
as one of the considerations most material, the 
fact that there are, from a cursory examination 
of this report, upwards of thirty maps to be print- 
ed. That order has been made when the maps 
themselves are not all finished, and cannot be 
| seen. At the most moderate estimate it must 
cost $10,000 to print the maps alone. What 
additional cost is to be brought upon us by the 
extra numbers to be stricken off is a matter 
which the committee know nothing about. We 
de not know that they will not cost $20,000, 
|| From what I can gather, my impression is that 
the maps alone will cost between $10,000 and 
$20,000. The whole of the cost we are not able 
| toascertain. We do not believe the Senate ought 
to make that order without reference of the whole 
subject to the Committee on Printing, that a re- 
port may be had. The Senate is extremely rigid 
in the regulations as to what shall be done under 
the order of the committee, and we do not sup- 
pose that they will now enter into this kind of 
business, and allow it to be carried on in this 
manner. 

I ask the Senate that the order may be r- 
| scinded, and [ will then, unless some other Sen- 
ator offer a resolution to the same effect, ask that 
the whole matter may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing for a report thereupon to this 
|| body. 

Mr. STUART. I am very sorry that any 
misapprehension should have grown out of this 
| question, for I really consider the subject itself 
one of great importance to the public, so far as 
the printing is concerned, and a very trivial ex- 
pense so far as regards that question. I call for 
the additional report of Colonel Graham, for this 
single reason: at the last session of Congress, 
when we had under consideration the bills for 
the improvements of the harbors of the lakes, it 
became necessary to obtain so much of his report 
as was ready to be delivered, for the use of the 
Senate. We could not act understandingly with- 
out it. We procured a part of his report, and 
had it printed for the use of the Senate at that 
time. “Ihe subsequent portions of his report 
| were made, and it was necessary to have them, 
|| and necessary to have them printed, and therefore 
it was that | offered the resolution to have the 
} whole report printed together. When we come 
'| to refer to this report hereafter, we do not want 
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two copies of a single report, half in one place 
| and another half in another place. 

| So far as these maps are concerned, we do not 
| want them printed at all. They are maps that 
'| would not enlighten either House of Congress 4 
|| particle when we come to consider any question 
‘| connected with the improvement of the lakes. 
| They are valuable to those officers of the Gov- 


the money. They show the surveys and the 


| plans; but for the purposes of determining in 


ernment who are to carry out the expenditure of 
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